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bill 476 and House bill 2502 providing for increased rates of
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the United
States during the Spanish-War period; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5369. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of World War veterans’ or-
ganizations at Sunmount, N. Y., and Fort Bayard, N. Mex.,, urg-
ing support of petition to bring Rankin bill to the floor of the
House ; to the Conmittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

5370. Also, petition of Renville Cooperative Creamery, Ren-
ville Farmers Blevator Co., Renville Shipping Association, and
Farmers Cooperative Oil Co., of Renville, Minn., urging enact-
ment of adequate tariff rates for agriculture—the American
market to be supplied by the American farmer, in so far as he
is able to supply it; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

5371. Also, petition of Flax-li-num Co. of St. Panl, Minn.,
C. C. Martin, president, urging that tariff on palm fiber be in-
creased in order to raise price farmers receive for threshed flax
straw ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5372, Also, petition of Hannaher & O'Neil, of Moorhead, Minn.,
urging enactment of House bill 11, known as the resale price
maintenance bill; to the Conmmittee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

5373. Also, petition of T, M. Thomson, member Veterans of
Foreign Wars' legislative committee, in support of House bill
7888 providing for total permanent disability for veterans who
have lost an arm or leg or suffered loss of sight or hearing
while serving in the World War; to the Committee on World
War Veterans' Legislation.

5374. By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of Gordon Smith and 64
others urging passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562
providing for increased rates of pension to the men who served
in the armed forces of the United States during the Spanish
War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

5375. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 70 citizens of
Columbus, Ohio, urging support of House bill 2562 proposing
increased pension rates for Spanish War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

B5376. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of citizens of Luzerne
County, Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bill 476 or House bill
2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

5377. By Mr. WIGGLESWORTH : Petition of Charles H.
Fisher and several residents of Weymouth, Mass,, urging the
passage of House bill 2562 to increase the pensions of the
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions,

SENATE
Froay, March 7, 1930
(Legislative day of Monday, Jenuary 6, 1930)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
Tecess.
CUSTOMS CENSORSHIP OF IMPORTED LITERATURH

Mr. CUTTING. DMr. President, because of the unexpectedly
early recess yesterday afternoon I was unable to present at that
time a petition which I had received from more than 500 educa-
tors, ministers, editors, librarians, authors, and other intellec-
tual leaders of the United States, who are protesting against
the present system of censorship by customs inspectors as pro-
vided in paragraph 305 of the tariff bill.

While I have had nothing personally to do with the prepara-
tion or circulation of the petition, I understand it was sent out
through the National Popular Government League in order to
test the opinion of censorship held by those citizens of the Na-
tion most fitted by training and experience to judge.

The original framers and signers of the petition were Prof.
Isaac E. Ash, of Ohio University; Prof. Charles A, Beard,
author of Rise of American Civilization and countless other
sociological works; Prof. Zachariah Chafee, jr., of the Harvard
Law School; Prof. John Dewey, of Columbia University; Mr,
Judson Xing, director the National Popular Government League ;
Prof. Joseph Mayer, executive secretary and treasurer of the
American Association of University Professors; Dr. Harold G.
Monulton, president of the Brookings Institution; Dean Roscoe
Pound, of the Harvard Law School; Jackson H. Ralston, of
California, attorney and author; Prof. E. A. Ross, of Wisconsin
University ; and William Allen White, of Kansas, editor and
author.

I shall not read the list of signatures, but I shall be very
glad if each Senator will read it for himself after it appears in
the Recorp. It seems to me it is a most impressive demonstra-
tion of the unanimity on this subject on the part of men who
bil;uggher respects differ in opinion, occupation, and political
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The petition is very brief and I shall read it to the Senate,
because it so admirably illustrates the resentment of all pro-
gressive and forward-looking people toward the suppression of
free thought and free speech embodied in section 305 of the pend-
ing tariff bill.

I had intended to say that Swift and Voltaire would have en-
joyed the final ironic suggestion contained in the last paragraph,
but on reading this morning's papers I find that the lot of the
ironist is hard. Many of the papers have taken seriously a sug-
gestion made by these educators that a commission be intrusted
with the duty of deciding how much of ancient literature and of
modern science should be allowed to reach the libraries, the
scientists, and the statesmen of twentieth century America.
Therefore I warn the Senate that the last paragraph of the
petition is intended in a semisarcastic vein.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Mexico yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. CUTTING. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON. Do I understand the Senator to warn us
about some sarcastic matter to which he is about to refer?

Mr. CUTTING. I think, perhaps, the Senator himself has
had experience with matter which has been taken seriously con-
trary to the wishes of the author.

Mr. JOHNSON. I was going to suggest that the Senator
label it and send it to the press gallery, otherwise it might be
misunderstood.

Mr. CUTTING. I include the occupants of the press gallery
at the suggestion of the Senator from California.

Mr, WATSON. Mr. President, is the question of censorship
before the Senate at this time?

Mr. CUTTING. No. This is a petition which I received
yesterday and which I am about to read to the Senate. The
petition reads as follows:

FETITION TO CONGRESS

Whereas section 305 of the existing tariff bill now contains a large
and general power of censorship over lmported literature, which permits
customs inspectors and courts to exclude from entry works of Chaucer,
Shakespeare, Delfoe, Swift, Fielding, Smollet, Aristophanes, Ovid, Dante,
Voltaire, Roussean, Tolstoy, Swedenborg, Ibsen, and Zola, and contem-
porary writers of great distinction in other countries; also to exclude
scientific books in the fields of medicine, psychology, ete.; and

Whereas it Is proposed in the pending tariff bill to extend this censor-
ship to include all literature and empower customs clerks and judges
to exclude from entry the works of leading thinkers of Portugal, Spain,
Italy, Yugoslavia, Russia, and other countries, and certain speeches of
the Chancellor of Germany and Premier of Great Britain which contain
political and economic ideas contrary to those prevailing in the United
States:

We, the undersigned, respectfully request the Congress of the United
States to remove the existing censorship from foreign literature and to
decline to extend it.

But if Congress in its wisdom thinks it necessary to protect American
citizens at large against literature of this character, we respectfully
beg to suggest that it create a commission of five, no more than three
members to be of the same political party, to supervise the enfry of
literature with the view that the Library of Congress, college and uni-
versity libraries, and other accredited libraries may import, with the
consent of the commission, works otherwise deemed objectionable, that
such works may, under proper safeguards, be consulted by mature
students, editors, and writers on foreign affairs, the Department of
State, Members of Congress, other statesmen, and scientists in order
that trustworthy experts may become acquainted with the literature and
opinions of various countries with which the United States maintains
commercial if not diplomatic relations,

The petition is signed by 28 university and college presidents;
18 deans and heads of departments; 26 clergymen and teachers
of religion; 23 leading librarians; 30 judges, lawyers, and pro-
fessors of law; 38 editors of magazines and newspapers; over
100 scientists and teachers of science; over 100 professors of
liberal arts; some 20 novelists, poets, and authors of national
and international distinction; and many other men and women
who may truly be said to have national reputations.

1 ask that the letter accompanying the petition and the signa-
tures to the petition be printed in the Recorbp.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The letter and the signatures to the petition are as follows:

NATIONAL PoPULAR GOVERNMENT LEAGUR,
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1930,
Hon. Broxsox CUTTING,
HBenate Office Buwilding, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sim: I inclose herewith, with request that it be presented to

Congress, a_petition which indicates the attitude of leaders of thought

-
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U.S. GOVERNMENT
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toward the present administration of Federal censorship laws and thelr
opposition to section 305 of the tariff bill as it came from the House
and Benate committees.

The withering irony of the last paragraph fitly expresses the im-
patience with which our foremost educators, divines, scientigts, and pub-
licists regard continued efforts of politiclans, 12 years after the World
War, to hobble American thought. There was more than a 50 per cent
response to the number of petitions sent out. The *“comeback” far
exceeded any such test ever made by the National Popular Government
League,

The petition totals some 560 names from 43 States. There are 28
university and college presidents; 18 deans and heads of departments;
28 clergymen and teachers of religion; 23 leading librarians; 80 judges,
lawyers, and professors of law ; 38 editors of magasines and newspapers ;
over 100 scientists and teachers of science; over 100 professors of lib-
eral arts; some 20 novelists, poets, and authors of national and inter-
national distinetion; more than 20 men and women who may truly be
eaid to have national reputations,

While the National Popular Government League in its bulletin of May
30, 1929, Bhall the Censorship Be Made Absolute? was first to call to
the attentlon of the country the dangers lurking in section 305 as it
came from the House committee, it {8 to be noted that in securing this
particular expression of opinion the league acts merely as an agent in
an added effort to assist you in your magnificent fight in behalf of the
American tradition of freedom of investigation and opinion.

Yours very sincerely,
Jupsoxn King, Director.
ORIGINATORE AND FIirsT BIGNERS

Isaac H. Ash, professor of political science, Ohio University.

Charles A, Beard, professor of political science and author.

Z. Chafee, jr., professor of law school, Harvard Unlversity.

John Dewey, professor of philosophy and author, Columbia University.

Judson King, director National Popular Government League, Wash-
ington.

Joseph Mayer, executive secretary and treasurer, American Associa-
tlon of University Professors.

Dr. Harold G. Moulton, president the Brookings Institution, Wash-
ington.

Roscoe Pound, dean of the law school, Harvard University.

Jackson H. Ralston, attorney and author international law, Palo
Alto, Calif. -

E. A. Ross, professor of sociology and author, Wisconsin University.

Dr. John A, Ryan, professor of industrial ethics and author, Catholic
University of America,

Willinm Allen White, editor and author, Emporia, Eans,

Additional signatures follow. The originals are on file at the league
office.

ARIZONA
H. A. Hubbard, head of history department, University of Arizona,
Frank C. Lockwood, dean Liberal Arts ‘College, University of Arizona.

ARKANSAS

8. C. Dellinger, professor of zoology, University of Arkansas,
CALIFORNIA

Rufus L. Green, professor emeritus of mathematics, Stanford Uni-

versity.

George P. Adams, professor of philosophy, Univergity of California,

G. M. Ruch, professor of education, University of California.

Richard C. Tolman, professor of physical chemistry and mathematical
physics, California Institute of Technology.

David Starr Jordan, president emeritus, Stanford University.

Elizabeth T, Kent, Kenifield, Calif,

Harriet E. O'SBhea, associate professor of psychology and education,
Mills College.

Carl Holliday, professor of English, San Jose State College.

Wilfred W. Bcott, chairman department of chemistry, University of
Bouthern California.

Hugh 8. Lowther, professor of classical languages, Oceidental College.

CONNECTICUT

Theodors Babbitt, instructor in Spanish, Yale University.
Edwin Borchard, professor of law, Yale University.
Yandell Henderson, professor of applied physiology, Yale University.
Edgar Sturtevant, professor of linguistics, Yale University.
C. Rees, headmaster Rosemary Hall, Greenwich,
K. M. Williamson, professor of economiecs, Wesleyan Univergity.
Frederick Slocum, professor of astronomy, Wesleyan University.
George A. Works, president Conneeticut Agricultural College.
DELAWARE

Walter Hullihen, president University of Delaware,

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Kendall Banning, editorial director Public Utilities Fortnightly,
Washington. -

Robert W. Bolwell, professor of American literature, George Wash-
ington University.
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Burton E. Livingston, permanent secretary American Assoclation for
the Advancement of Science.

E. G. Nourse, director institute of economics, Brookings Institution,

Leverett 8. Lyon, economics and education, Brookings Institution.

W. F. Willoughby, director institute for government research, Brook-
ings Institution,

Henry P. Seidemann, public administration affairs, Brookings Insti-
tution,

Lewis L. Lorwin, labor and international affairs, Brookings Ingti-
tution,

Lynn R. Edminster, commercial policy, Brookings Institution.

Philip G. Wright, commereial policy, Brookings Institution.

Cleona Lewis, international affairs, Brookings Institution.

C. 0. Hardy, finance, Brookings Institution.

Lewis Meriam, public administration, Brookings Institution.

Fred W. Powell, public administration editor, Brookings Institution.

Sumner H. Slichter, labor problems, Brookings Institution,

Ann Dennis Bursch, editorial writer, Washington.
G John Collier, executive secretary American Indian Defense Associa-

on,
: ;Zul Kaufman, professor of English, American University, Wash-
ngton.

Joy Elmer Morgan, editor Journal of the National BEducation Asso-
clation.

Alice Thacher Post, Washington.

Paul Sperry, clergyman, Washington.

Lowell Mellett, editor Washington Dalily News and Secripps-Howard
Newspaper Alliance,

Dr. Harvey W. Wiley, former Chief of Burean of Chemistry, Wash-
ington.

Frank Julian Warne, economist and author, Washington.

FLORIDA

Harold H. Bailey, naturalist and naval architect, Miami,
Barah Fiske Conant, author, Hibernia,

GEORGIA

L. L. Hendren, professor of physics, University of Georgla,

J. M. Reade, professor, University of Georgia.

J. H. Tyron, tutor, University of Georgia.

J. H. Miller, University of Georgla.

W. D. Hooper, University of Georgia.

Mrs. R. J. Richardson, professor college of agriculture, University
of Georgia.

H. W. Harvey, extension horticultural landscaping, college of agri-
culture, University of Georgia.

Charles R. Hart, professor of romance languages, Emory University.

Guy C. Hamilton, Augusta,

C. Secher, B, E. N. & T. specialist.

E. E, Lamkin,

J. L. Btephens, Georgia Coastal Plain Experiment Station.

IDAHO

Dr. Henrietta J. Tromanhauser, associate professor of modern lan-
guages, University of Idaho.
ILLINOIS

Ernst Freund, professor of law, University of Chieago.

Harold D. Lasswell, assistant professor of political science, Univer-
sity of Chicago.

Charles E. Merriam, political science, University of Chicago.

M. Llewellyn Raney, director, University of Chicago.

L. L. Thurstone, University of Chicago.

Quiney Wright, professor of political sclence, University of Chicago.

E. L. Bogart, professor of economy, University of Illinols.

R. D. Carmichael, professor of mathematics, University of Illnois,

John A. Fairlie, professor of political science, University of Illinois.

A. C. Ivy, professor of physiology, Northwestern University,

Ney McMinn, assistant professor of English literature, Northwestern
University.

A. R. Hatton, professor of political seience, Northwestern University.

Robert E. Graves, physician, Chieago,

Edgar Lee Masters, author, Chicago.

Howard Vincent O’Brien, literary editor, Chicago Dailly News.

Charles B. Reed, M. D., president Chicago Medical Soclety.

C. B. Roden, librarian, the Chicago Public Library.

Carl H. Milam, secretary the American Library Association, Chicago.

INDIANA

James A. Woodburn, emeritus professor of history, Indiana University.
B. 1. Yos, professor of German, Indiana University.

Gino A. Ratti, professor of French, Butler University.

W. B. Sanders, member of the faculty, Purdue University,

8. Fairman, member of the faculty, Purdue University.

H. A. Gimir, member of the facuity, Purdue University.

C. 8. Cutshall, member of the faculty, Purdue University,

A, B. Poorman, professor of applied mechanies, Purdue University.,




1930

I0WA

The faculty of Cornell College in regular session voted unanimously
in favor of signing the petition. The 38 signatures follow :

Herbert J. Burgstabler, D, D., president Cornell College.

Willinm 8. Ebersole, Litt. D., registrar, professor of Greek, Cornell
College,

Harry M, Kelly, LL. D., biology, Cornell College,

Henry C. Stanclift, Ph. D., history, Cornell College.

Nicholas Knight, Ph. D., chemistry, Cornell College.

Charles R. Keyes, Ph. D., German, Cornell College,

Sidney L. Chandler, LL. D., sociology, Cornell College,

Frederick M. McGaw, A. M., mathematics, Cornell College.

Clyde Tull, A. M., English literature, Cornell College.

Elmer Moots, Ph. D., mathematics and engineering, Cornell College.

Louis R. Herrick, Ph. D,, romance languages, Cornell College.

William B. Slaght, Ph. D., psychology and philosophy, Cornell College.

C. Francis Littell, Ph. D., political science, Cornell College,

Alice R, Betts, A, M., dean of women, Cornell College

Roy A. Nelson, Ph. D., physics, Cornell College.

Howard C. Lane, A. M., English, Cornell College,

Fred D. Merritt, Ph. D., economics, Cornell College.

Oral V. Jackson, Biblical literature, Cornell College.

Mark E. Hutchinson, Ph. D., Latin, Cornell College.

James B, Culbertson, Ph. D., chemistry, Cornell College.

Ruby C. Wade, A. M., French, Cornell College.

Nama A. Lathe, fine arts, Cornell College.

Thomas R, McConnell, A. M., educatlion, Cornell College.

Dorothy D. Rogers, physical education, Cornell College,

M. Lillian Smedley, English, Cornell College.

Leila Huebsch, home economics, Cornell College.

Essie M. Thompson, geology, Cornell College.

Winifred F. Mayne, A. M., English, Cornell College,

Theodore W. Matthews, economics, Cornell College.

Helen Venn, piano, Cornell College.

Ruth A. Pinkerton, voice culture, Cornell College.

Stanley M. Teel, music, Cornell College.

Eusebia Simpson, piano, Cornell College.

Carrie Woodford, practice teaching, Cornell College.

Harold Balts, director conservatory musie, Cornell College.

Eva M. Blue, head resident of women's dormitory, Cornell College.

Edith Isaacson, college nurse, Cornell College.

Luella Ninde, home economics, Cornell College.

J. H. T. Main, president Grinnell College.

Henry G. Conard, professor of botany, Grinnell College,

G, W. Martin, professor of botany, University of Iowa.

T. C. Stephens, professor of biology, University of Iowa.

KANSAS

Frank Doster, former chief justice Kansas Supreme Court, Topeka.

W. D. Jochems, associate justice, Kansas Bupreme Court, Topeka.

William Easton Hutchinson, associate justice, Kansas Supreme Court,
Topeka. )

W. W. Harvey, assoclate justice, Kansas Supreme Court, Topeka.

John 8. Dawson, associate justice, Kansas Supreme Court. Topeka.

Harold T. Chase, editor Topeka Daily Capital, Topeka.

T, A, McNeal, editor Kangas Farmer Mail & Breeze, Topeka.

Louise McNeal, State librarian, Topeka.

Clifton M. Gray, minister Unitarian Church, Topeka.

Cora G. Lewis, journalist, The Graphic, Kinsley.

EENTUCKY

Jesse E. Adams, professor of education, University of KEentucky.

Forrest Revere Black, professor of- constitutional law, University of
EKentucky,

(. C. Ross, professor of education, University of Kentucky.

W. F. Hamilton, professor of physlology, Medical School, University
of Louisville.

James H. Hewlett, professor of English, Center College, Danville.

LOUISIANA

William H. Gates, professor of zoology and entomology, State Uni-

versity.
MAINE

0. 8, Lutes, professor of education, University of Maine,

Ava A. Chadbourne, associate professor of education, University of
Maine.

N. BE. Wheeler, professor of physics, Colby College.

William J. Wilkinson, head of history department, Colby College.

MARYLAND

W. A. 8. Douglas, staff correspondent, Baltimore Sun.

W. W. Cook, professor institute of law, Jobns Hopking University.

Knight Dunlap, professor of experimental psychology, Johns Hopkins
T nlversity.

Buford Johnson, professor of psychology, Johns Hopkins University,

Burton E. Livingston, director laboratory plant physiology, Johns Hop-
kins University, permanent secretary American Association for the
Advancement of Sclence,
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L. C. Marshall, professor, institute of law, Johns Hopkins University.

B. B. Steinberger, professor civil engineering, University of Maryland,
president Maryland Chapter Ameriean Association of TUniversity
Professors,

Joseph B. Kingsbury, assoclate professor of government, St. John's
College.

Dr. Theodore M. Hatfield, department of English, 8t. John's College.

Dr. Ford K. Brown, department of English, 8t. John's College.

Prof. Richard Schofield, department of English, 8t. John's College.

Prof. Thomas P, Brockway, department of history, St. John's College.

Dr. Vertrees J. Wyckoff, department of economics, St. John's College.

G. W. Stryher, faculty, St. John's College.

Thomas A. Fitzgerald, faculty, 8t. John's College.

George A, Bingley, faculty, St. John's College.

Leonard E. Arnaud, faculty, St. John's College.

Paul Allen, jr., faculty, St. John's College.

M. T, Riggs, faculty, 8t. John's College.

John 8. Kieffer, faculty, 8t. John's College.

MASSACHUSETTS

Charles F. D. Belden, director Boston Public Library; chairman Free
Public Library Commission of M husetts.

E. M. Laurence Gould, editor The New Church Messenger, Boston.

Howard W. Doughty, professor of chemistry, Amherst College.

Comfort A. Adams, professor of engineering, HEngincering School,
Harvard University.

T. N. Carver, professor of political economy, Harvard University.

Felix Frankfurter, professor of administrative law, Harvard Uni-
versity.

Arthur N. Holcombe, professor of government, Harvard University.

Edwin T. Gay, professor of economic history, Harvard University.

William L. Langer, assistant professor of history, Harvard Uni-
versity.

A. M. Schlesinger, professor of history, Harvard University.

C. H. Sutherland, associate professor, Massachusetts Institute of
Technology.

Cornelia C. Coulter, professor of Latin, Mount Holyoke College,

Ada L. Comstock, president Radeliffe College.

William A. Neilson, president Smith College.

Harry Elmer Barnes, professor of sociology, Smith College,

Myra M. Sampson, professor of zoology, Smith College,

Samuel E. Allen, assistant professor of rhetoric, Williams College.

John P. Corner, professor of political science, Williams College.

Ames H. Corley, professor of romance languages, Williams College,

George B, Dutton, professor of English literature, Willlams College.

Richard A. Newhall, professor of European history, Willlams College.

Peter H. Odegard, assistant professor of political science, Williams
College.

Alfred D. Sheffield, associate professor of rhetoric, Wellesley College.

Charles Gott, professor of English, Tufts College.

MICHIGAN

Frank D, Adams, D. D., president Universalist General Convention,
Detroit.

Adam Strohm, llbrarian, the Public Library, Detroit,

John W. Bradshaw, professor of mathematics, University of Michigan,

Carl J, Coe, assistant professor of mathematics, University of
Michigan.

John R. Effinger, dean College of L. 8. and A., University of Michigan.

L. C. Karpinski, professor of mathematics, University of Michigan.

Preston W. BSlosson, associate professor of history, Unlversity of
Michigan.

Samuel Moore, professor of English, University of Michigan,

Charles P. Wagner, professor of romance languages, University of
Michigan.

René Talamon, assoclate professor of romance languages, University
of Michigan.

Jesse 8. Reeves, professor of political science, University of Michigan.

W. B. Pillsbury, professor of psychology, University of Michigan.

Clarence T. Johnston, professor of geodesy and surveying, University
of Michigan,

R. W. Bellers, professor of phllosophy, University of Michigan,

W. G. Bmeaton, professor of chemisiry, University of Michigan.

Marcus I. Ward, professor of metallurgy and dean of the faculty of
dentistry, University of Michigan.

George E. Myers, professor of vocatlonal education, University of
Michigan.

M. Gomberg, professor of chemistry, University of Michigan.

Warren E. Blake, assistant professor of Greek, University of Michigan.

H. 8. McCartney, editor of scholarly publications, University of
Michigan.

Benjamin D. Meritt, professor of Greek and Latin, University of
Michigan. J

Morris P, Tilley, professor of English, University of Michigan.

Joseph H. Drake, professor of law, University of Michigan,

A, B. B. Boak, professor of history, University of Michigan.

Ralph W. Aigler, professor of law, University of Michigan.




Edgar N. Durfee, professor of law, University of Michigan.

Evans Holbrook, professor of law, University of Michigan,

Paul A. Leidy, professor of law, University of Michigan,

Frank E. Robbins, assistant to the president, University of Michigan.

William W. Bishop, librarian, University of Michigan.

Robert C. Angell, assistant professor of sociology, University of
Michigan.,

Carter Goodrich, prof of ec ies, University of Michigan.

L. J. Carr, assistant professor of sociology, University of Michigan,

D, M. Matthews, professor of forest management, University of
Michigan.

Robert Craig, jr., assoclate professor of forest management, Univer-
gity of Michigan,

S8amuel T. Dana, dean School of Forestry and Conservation, Univer-
gity of Michigan,

Edward H. Kraus, professor of mineralogy, University of Michigan.

John F. Shepard, professor of psychology, University of Michigan.

Walter F. Hunt, professor of petrology, University of Michigan,

Albert B. Peck, professor of mineralogy, University of Michigan.

C. H. Eauffman, professor of botany, University of Michigan.

Anthony J. Tobin, assistant professor of romance languages, Univer-
gity of Michigan.

Harold J. McFarlan, assistant professor of geodesy and surveying,
University of Michigan.

Michael Pargment, assistant professor of romance languages, Univer-
gity of Michigan.

Eugene E. Rovillain, assistant professor of French, University of
Michigan.

James Hilehner, professor of German, University of Michigan.

0. 0. Norris, professor of education, Michigan State Normal College.

Margaret B. Bennett, Michigan State Normal College.

Agnes Crow, department of mathematics, Michigan State Normml
College.

Mildred Crawford, department of mathematics, Michigan State Nor-
mal College.

Estelle Downing, English department, Michigan State Normal College.

Refa Diek, social science department, Michigan State Normal College.

Susan E. Ervine, teacher of French, Michigan State Normal College.

L. E. Fedderstrom, department of history, Michigan State Normal
College.

J. B. Fauller, principal training department, Michigan State Normal
College.

L. A. Golszgynski, instructor in esclence, Michigan Btate Normal
College.

A. N. Jorgensen, department of education, Michigan State Normal
College.

Henry C. Lott, department of educatiom, Michigan State Normal
College.

Leonard W. Mylergi, department of sclence, Michigan State Normal
College.

A. A, Metealf, director secondary education, Michigan Btate Normal
College,

H. Willard Remington, assistant professor of English, Michigan State
Normal College.

Florence U. Regal, teacher of Latin, Michigan State Normal College.

G. D. Banders, head of English department, Michigan State Normal
College.

Susan W. Stinson, teacher of English, Michigan Btate Normal College,

A. D. Walker, physical education, Michigan State Normal College.

W. M, Lane, prineipal of high school, Ypsilanti.

Floyd L. Smith, principal Woodrnff School, Ypsilanti,

Foster Fletcher, merchant, Ypsilanti

Tobias Sigel, M. D., Detroit.

Ella Sigel, Detroit.

Edna 8. Kratz, Detroit.

MINNESOTA

G. A. Countyman, chief librarian, Minneapolis Publie Library.

Irving E. Richard, asgistant managing editor, 8t. Paul Daily News.

Donner E. Cowling, president Carleton College,

Alfred E. Hughes, president Hamline University.

B. N. Delson, professor of romance languages, Hamline University.

Charles P. Ritchey, head department of history, Maealester College.

Fred K. Butters, associate professor of botany, University of Min-
nesota.

Morris B. Lambie, professor of political science, University of Min-
nesota.

Colbert Searles, professor of romance languages, University of Min-
nesota.

MISSOURI

Arthur E. Bostwick, librarian, 8t Louis Publle Library,

Henry J. Haskell, editor the Kangas City Star.

Arnold J. Lien, professor of political science, Washington University.

Isidor Loeb, dean BSchool of Business Administration, Washington
University.

Tyrell Williams, professor of law, Washington University,
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NEBRASEA
Louise Pound, professor of English, University of Nebraska.
NEVADA

J. Jones, professor of geology, University of Nevada.
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Ernest M. Hopkins, president Dartmouth College,
John M. Meechlin, professor, Dartmouth College.
I!h;‘.lerbt':rt F. Rudd, professor of philosophy, University of New Hamp-
re.
Percy MacKaye, author, Cornish,
NEW JERSEY

Edwin G. Conklin, professor of biology, Princeton University.

James Gerould, librarian, Princeton University.

Robert K. Root, professor of English, Princeton University, =

P, A. Vander Meulen, professor of physical chemistry, Rutgera
University, .

Beatrice Winser, librarian, Public Library, Newark.

NEW MEXICO

Mary Austin, author, Sante Fe.

Witter Bynner, poet, SBanta Fe.

J. F. Zimmerman, president University of New Mexico.

NEW YORE

Bamuel Hopkins Adams, author.

Bertha Kunz Baker, lecturer in literature.

Rex Beach, author,

Zeh Bouch, editor Aero News.

John B. Brennan, jr., Radio News editor.

Burton Braley, author, )

Heywood Broun, columnist, Evening Telegram.

Henry 8, Canby, editor Review of Literature.

Walter G. Langsam, department of history, Columbia University.

C. W. Cole, department of history, Columbia University.

Martin Taylor Bogert, professor, Columbia University.

Howard Lee McBain, dean of graduate faculties, Columbia University.

John Erskine, professor of English, novelist, Columbia University,

Wiilard Austin, librarian emeritus, Cornell University.

G. Watts Cunningham, professor of philosophy, Cornell University.

Robert E. Cushman, professor of government, Cornell University.

H. J. Davenport, professor emeritus in economics, Cornell Untversity,

I'aul T. Homan, professor of economics, Cornell University.

W. A. Hurwitz, professor of mathematics, Cornell University.

W. J. Myers, professor of farm management, Cornell University.

F. K. Richtmyer, professor of physics, Cornell University.

Nathaniel S8chmidt, professor of Semitic languages and oriental his-
tory, Cornell University.

Bumner H. Blichter, professor of economics, Cornell University.

Alfred Dashlell, managing editor Seribners Magazine, secretary
P. E. N. Club, New York, Cornell University.

Frank P. Day, president Union College.

H. W. Dodds, editor National Municipal Review.

Herman L. Falrchild, emeritus professor of geology, Unlversity of
Rochester.

Floyd C. Fairbanks, assistant professor of physics, University of
Rochestier.

J. Edward Hoffmeister, professor of geology, University of Rochester,

L. Foster Wood, professor social ethics, Rochester Divinity School.

Howard 8. Gans, attorney.

H. Frederick Gardner, editor Screen Book Magazine,

Murray Godwin, managing editor Science and Invention,

Frank Ernest Hill, editor Longmans, Green & Co.

Rev. John Haynes Holmes, The Community Church, New York City.

Theodore F. Jones, director general library of New York University,

H. A. Eeller, editor and writer.

Carol Weiss King, attorney.

Evelyn Light, assistant editor Plain Talk.

B. A, Mackinnon, president Mackinnon-Fly Publications.

H. T. Fly, vice president Mackinnon-Fly Publications.

Arthur H. Lynch, editorial director Mackinnon-Fly Publications.

Julian 8. Mason, editor The New York Evening Post.

Carl H. Milam, secretary American Library Association.

Bighop Francis J. McConnell, Methodist Federation for Social Service,

Edna Mosher, professor of biology, Adelphi College.

V. B. Pound, professor of mathematics, University of Buffalo,

Burton Rascoe, associate editor Plain Talk, member board of directors
Literary Guild of America.

William Gorham Rice, writer, Albany,

Palmer C. Ricketts, president Rensselaer Polytechnie Institute, Troy.

Lloyd A. Rider, Ph. D., acting chairman biology department of Man-
ual Training High School, Brooklyn.

James Harvey Robinson, historical writer,

Walter R. Bharp, fellowship secretary, Social Science Research
Couneil.

Bigmund Spaeth, author-lecturer,
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Trustees of Syracuse Library, by Paul M. Paine, librarian, Syracuse.

E. C. Leebuch, dean, liberal arts, Syracuse University.

William L. Bray, dean of the Gradnate Bchool, Syracuse University.

Ernest Reed, professor of botany, Syracuse University.

Burgess Johnson, director publie relations, Syracuse University.

Horace A. Eaton, head of department of English, Syracuse University.

H. W. Herrington, professor of English, Syracuse University.

James R. Foster, associate professor of English, Syracuse University.

Willlam Yerrington, professor of English, Syracuse University.

Harold L. Cleasby, professor of class archmology and Italian, Syra-
cuse University.

A, 8. Patterson, professor of romance languages, Syracuse University.

E. F. King, instructor in Spanish, Syracuse University.

Earle D, Aikin, instroctor in romance languages, Syracuse University.

Clyde E. Wildman, professor of Bible, Syracuse University.

Ordway Tead, editor Business Books, Harper & Bros., New York City.

George Kibbe Turner, author.

Frank P. Walsh, attorney.

Harry F. Ward, secretary Methodist Federation for Social Service,

J. 1. Wyer, director New York State Library, Albany.

NORTH CAROLINA

A. R. Vowles, professor, Davidson College.

Paulet Baum, professor of English, Duke University.

Elbert Russell, dean, Bchool of Religion, Duke University.

Paul Neff Garber, registrar, School of Religion, Duke University.

Newman I. White, professor of English, Duke University.

R. B. House, executive secretary University of North Carolina,

Donald Coney, assistant librarian, University of North Carolina.

Norman Foerster, professor of English and author, University of
North Carolina.

Benjamin B, Kendrick, professor of history, North Carolina College.

NORTH DAKOTA

J. D. Leith, professor of mathematics, University of North Dakota.

Charles MacLachlen, superintendent of State Tuberculosis Sanitarium.

North Dakota State College * * * “sgends the following signa-
tures to the petition™:

W, C. Hunter, professor of history, member of library committee.

Kenneth Kuhn, professor of English.
" Leon Metzinger, department of modern languages, library committee.

A. ¥. Hunsaker, political science,

E. W. Pettee, economics,

Paul E. Zerby.

Homer B, Huntoon, department of architecture.

B. M. Doher, mechanical engineering, member of library committee.

Harry 8. Rush, electrical engineering.

R. H. Slocum, civil engineering,

W. A. Cleveland, department of agriculture economics.

Benjamin V. McCaul, department of agriculture economles.

Delaphine G. Rosa, bacterlology.

Glen A, Lindsey, department of bacteriology.

Albert Severson, department of animal husbandry.

Monroe Kirk, farm department.

A. F. Yeager, horticulture department.

P. F. Trowbridge, experiment station, director and chairman library
committee.

E. A. Willson, rural sociology, experiment station.

Arthur D. Whedon, professor of zoology and physiology.

John B. Doerr, jr., head department of geology and geography.

George E. Miller, professor of biology.

J. W. Smith, professor of mathematics,

F. C. Householder, associate professor of mathematies.

A. Glenn Hill, mathematics instructor.

E. J. Braun, mathematics instructor.

N. W. Clarke,

Ruby Grimes, associate professor agricultural botany.

Henry L. Balley, botanist North Dakota Experiment SBtation.

Walter Lee Aecrheart, professor of religious education.

Casper 1. Nelson, professor of bacteriology.

Gilford J. Ikenberry, associate professor of botany.

A, D. Stoesz, instructor in botany.

Dorothy Lois Hateb, instructor in art.

Rudolph Otterson, assistant professor In history.

A. E, Minerd, dean of the school of science and literature.

C. A. Beverinson, professor of history.

D. J. Griswold, animal husbandry.

i 0HIO

Alfred Bettman, attorney, former special assistant United States
Attorney General, Clncinnati.

Charles R, Hadley, librarian Public Library, Cincinnati.

Charles E. Ozanne, instructor in civies, Central High School,
Cleveland.

Carl Vits, librarian Public Library, Toledo.

Albert H. Freiberg, professor of orthopedie surgery, University of
Cincinnati.
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Julian Morgenstern, president Hebrew Union College, Cincinnati.
Arthur G. Beach, professor of English, Marietta College.
Ernst H, Wilkinsg, president Oberlin College,
Carl F. Geiser, professor of political science, Oberlin College.
Edward A. Miller, professor of education, Oberlin college.
Clarence Ward, professor of fine arts, Oberlin College,
Henry John Doermann, president University of Toledo.
Frederick Slocum, professor of astronomy, Wesleyan University.
Hippolyte Gruener, professor of chemistry, Western Reserve University.
B. H. Bode, professor of education, Ohio State University.
H. G. Hayes, professor of economics, Ohio State University.
Maurice Freeman, department of economics, Ohio State University.
W. P. Shepard, dean college of arts and sciences, Ohilo State
University,
L. Edwin Smart, department of economies, Ohio State University.
J. H, J. Uphan, M, D., dean of the college of medicine, Ohio Btate
University.
Edmund Vanece Cooke, poet, Cleveland.
Bdward T. Downer, registrar Cleveland College, Cleveland.
W. H. Tuckerman, M. D,, Cleveland.
Ernest 8. Bohn, member of city council, Cleveland.
J. G. Lipkin, ecitizen, Cleveland.
J. P. Taplin, artist, Cleveland.
F. H, Sternbenz, editorial, Cleveland Press, Cleveland.
Don P. Mills, attorney, Cleveland.
C. 8. Crudelle, attorney, Cleveland.
E. 8. Byers, attorney, Cleveland.
M. C. Harrlson, attorney, Cleveland.
H. P. Boynton, advertising manager, Cleveland.
J. J. Lynch, Cleveland Press, Cleveland,
W. B. Blusser, citizen, Cleveland.
A. W. Zesiger, citizen, Cleveland.
A. L. Munson, member Metropolitan Park Board, Cleveland.
Baul 8. Donaldson, attorney, Cleveland.
David Deitz, scientist, Cleveland.
T. E. Spooner, citizen, Cleveland.
Bradley Hull, judge, Cleveland.
John W, Raper, editorial writer, the Cleveland Press, Cleveland.
Howard F. Burns, attorney, Cleveland.
W. H. Beims, citizen,
OKLAHOMA
W. B. Bizzell, president University of Oklahoma.
Elmer Pendell, professor of economics, Agricultural and Mechanical
College.
OREGON
Arnold B, Hall, president University of Oregon.
B. F. Irvine, editor the Oregon Journal, Portland.
F. L. Grifin, professor of mathematics, Reed College,
R. K. Strong, professor of chemlstry, Reed College.

PENNSYLVANIA

Mrs. Perley Dunn Aldrich, singing master, composer, and teacher,
Philadelphia.

E. W. Hunt, president Bucknell University,

Francis Fisher Kane, attorney, Philadelphia.

Ralph Munn, director, Carnegie Library, Pittsburgh.

Robert M. Smith, professor of Hnglish, Lehigh University,

Frank Aydelotte, president Swarthmore College.

H. Jermain Creighton, professor of chemistry, Swarthmore College,

J. P. W. Crawford, professor of romance languages, University of
Pennsylvania.

H. Lamar Crosby, professor of Greek, University of Pennsylvania.

L. V. Heilbrunn, associate of zoology, University of Pennsylvania.

Dr. Carl Kelsey, professor of sociology and chairman of department of
sociology, University of Pennsylvania.

Dr. Ernest Minor Patterson, professor of economics and chairman of
department of economics, University of Pennsylvania,

Clyde L. King, professor of political science, University of Pennsyl-
vania.

Earl Scholz, Wharton School of Finance and Commerce, University ot
Pennsylvania.

Dr. Charles H, LaWall, dean, Philadelphia College of Pharmacy and
Science. .

Wilmer Erusen, M. D., president Philadelphia College of Pharmacy and
Science.

R. D. Anthony, professor of pomology, Pennsylvania State College,

Carroll D, Champlin, professor of education and psychology, Penn-
sylvania State College.

Robert E. Dengler, professor of Greek, Pennsylvania State College.

W. F. Dunaway, librarian, Pennsylvania State College.

Frederick W. Pierce, professor of German, Pennsylvania State College.

David Wallerstein, attorney, Philadelphia.

Charles E. Beury, president Temple University, Philadelphia.

F. T. Tyson, assistant professor of chemistry, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

J. Lloyd Bohn, instructor in physics, Temple University, 'Phlladelphla.
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William 1. Caldwell, professor of chemistry, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

Claude 8. McGinnis, professor of physics, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

Clarence Hodges, asslstant professor of physics, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

John 8. Kramer, instructor in history, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

W. G. Dunning, instructor in chemistry, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

C. P. Graves, instructor in history, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Andreas Elviken, instructor in history, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

George Neel, instructor in history, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Thomas D. MeCormick, instructor in history, Temple University,
Philadelphia,

Arthur N. Cook, professor of history, Temple University, Philadelphia.

John D. Kern, professor of English, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Thaddeus Le Bolton, professor of psychology, Temple Untversity,
Philadelphia.

Frank Paddock, assistant professor, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Stuart Robertson, professor of English, Temple University, Phila-
de!;}::;;m Mackenzie, professor of biology, Temple University, Phila-
de%?i?aes Leach, instructor in biology, Temple University, Phila-
dd‘%l.dt[. Crittenden, instructor in Hnglish, Temple University, Phila-

delphia,

Ernest Ernest, instructor in English, Temple University, Philadelphia.

T. E. DuVal, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Andre F. Benthier, instructor in psychology, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

G. E. Bimpson, Instructor in sociology, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

N. K. Teiter, instructor in sociology, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Charles A. Ford, instructor in psychology, Temple University,
Fhiladelphia.

Clarence Bchettler, sociology instruetor, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

Nicholas P. Vlacher, Greek and Latin, Temple University, Philadelphia.

R. E. Gleason, assistant professor of mathematies, Temple University,
Philadelphia. -

W. Lawton, assistant in mathematies, Temple University, Philadelphia,

Quincy A. Kuehner, professor of education, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

Anna Lowe Lingelbach, professor of history, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

Harriet L. P. Frind, director edueation, Temple University, Phila-
delphia. -

Laura Anderson, instructor H. H, C., Temple Unlversity, Philadelphia.

Marjorie E. Bacheller, director of dining hall, Temple University,
Philadelphia.

W. Brooke Graves, professor of political science, Temple Unlversity,
Philadelphia.

William Roger, jr., assistant professor of chemistry, Temple Uni-
versity, Philadelphia.

James H. Dunham, professor of philosophy, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

John C, Pflaam, instructor in history, Temple University, Philadelphia,

William C. Steere, instructor in biclogy, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

Ross C. McCooke, Instructor in physics, Temple University, Phila-
delphia.

Hayns Finema, professor of English, Temple University, Philadelphia.

F. H. Nadig, instructor in physies, Temple University, Philadelphia.

Henri C. Niel, French, Temple University, Philadelphia.

George E. Walk, dean of teachers college, Temple University, Phila-
delphia,

Babra W. Vought, librarian, the Pennsylvania State College.

RHODE ISLAND

Howard Edwards, president Rhode Island State College.

Alfred A. Bennett, professor of mathematics, Brown University,
SOUTH DAKOTA

Arthur L. Eeith, professor of Greek, University of South Dakota.
TENNESSER

R. G. Brown, lawyer, Memphis,

David W. Cornelius, professor of physics, University of Chattanocoga.
'W. B. Hesseltine, professor of history, University of Chattanooga.
Frank W. Prescott, professor of politics, Unlversity of Chattanooga,
Thomas H. Jones, president Fiske University.

George F. Milton, editor the Chattanooga News.
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TEXAS
A. P. Brogar, professor of philosophy, University of Texas.
Frank M. Stewart, professor of government, University of Texas.
Oscar A. Ullrich, dean of the faculty, Southwestern University,
UTAH
M. M. Critchlow, M. D., Balt Lake City.
VERMONT

Ann Bosworth Greene, author and artist, South Woodstock.
Panl 8. Moody, president Middlebury College,
VIRGINIA
William Harrison Faulkner, professor of romance languages, Univer-
sity of Virginia.
WASHINGTON
H. 8. Brode, professor of biology, Whitman College.
E. O. Holland, president State College of Washington.
Fred R. Yoder, head department of sociology, State College of Wash-
ington.
J. T. Jennings, librarian, Seattle Public Library.
Vachel Lindsay, poet, Spokane.
R. D. McKenzie, professor of sociology, University of Washington.
WEST VIRGINIA
Rolla V. Cooke, professor of physics, Bethany College.
WISCONSIN
Dr. Glenn Frank, president University of Wisconsin,
Joseph P. Harrls, professor of political science, University of Wis-
consin, :
J. H. Mathews, chalrman department of ehemistry, University of
Wisconsin.
Joel Btebbins, director, Washburn Observatory, University of Wis-
consin.
Irving Maurer, president Beloit College.
M. 8. Dudgeon, librarian, Milwaukee Public Library; member execu-
tive board, American Library Association.
William T. Evjue, editor, the Capital Times, Madison,
Ruben Levin, writer, Wisconsin News, Wilwaukee,
WYOMING
Clara F. McIntyre, professor of English, University of Wyoming.
Laura A. White, professor of history, University of Wyoming.
CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr., VANDENBERG, Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Fragier Keyes Shortridge
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons
Baird Glass McCulloch Smith
Barkley Glenn McKellar Smoot
Bingham Goff McMaster Steck

Black Goldsborough MeNar Steiwer
Blaine Gould Metca Stephens
Blease Greene oses Swanson
Borah Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Brock Harris Nye Trammell
Broussard Harrison die Tydings
Capper Hastin Overman Vandenberg
Caraway Hatfiel Patterson Wagner
Connally Hawes Phipps Walcott
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Hebert Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin el Waterman
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind. Watson

Din Johnson Robsion, Ky. Wheeler
Fess ones Schall

Fletcher Kean Sheppard

Mr. SHEPPARD. The junior Senator from Utah [Mr. King]
is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness, I will let this
announcement stand for the day.

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rominsox] and the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Reep], who are delegates from the United States to
the London Naval Conference.

Mr. SCHALL., My colleague [Mr. SHrPSTEAD] is uUnavoidably
absent, I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-six Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present.

JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS (8. DOC. NO. 100)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, records of judgments rendered against
the Government by United States district courts amounting to
$370,324.12, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.
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OLAIM FOR DAMAGE BY COLLISION WITH LIGHTHOUSE VESSEL
(8. DOC, NO. 101)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting an estimate of appropriation, submitted by the Secretary
of Commerce, to pay a claim for damage occasioned by collision
with a vessel of the Lighthouse Service in the sum of $75,
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

OLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO PRIVATELY OWNED PROPERTY
NO, 102)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting estimates of appropriations, submitted by the several execu-
tive departments, to pay claims for damages to privately owned
property in the sum of $10,806.18, which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS (8. DOC. NO. 103)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a list of judgments rendered by the Court
of Claims, amounting to $360,078.42, which, with the accompany-
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

OLAIMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC. NO. 104)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, trans-
mitting, in compliance with law, schedules of claims amounting
to $97,312.38, allowed by various divisions of the General Ac-
counting Office, as covered by certificates of settlement, ete.,
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

WATERWAYS TREATY—INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION
(8. DOC. NO. 105)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the Department
of State, fiscal year 1930, amounting to $6,600, for the waterways
treaty and the International Joint Commission, United States
and Great Britain, which, with the accompanying papers, was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

CEDAR BAYOU PROJECT, TEX. (8. DOC. NO. 107)

Mr. JOHNSON presented a communication from the Chief of
Engineers of the Army, transmitting a review of the report on
Cedar Bayou, Tex., submitted to Congress December 8, 1923,
pursuant to the river and harbor act approved September 22,
1922, with a view to determining whether any modification in
existing project is advisable at the present time, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed
with illustrations.

MURDERKILL RIVER PROJECT, DEL, (B. DOC. NO. 1086)

Mr. JOHNSON presented a communication from the Chief of
Engineers of the Army, transmitting a review of the report on
Murderkill River, Del,, submitted in House Hxecutive Document
No. 21, Fifty-second Congress, first session, with a view to deter-
mining whether any modification is advisable in existing project
at the present time, etc., which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce and ordered to be printed,

PETITIONS

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of To-
peka, Kans.,, praying for the passage of legislation granting in-
creased pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of
San Pedro and San Bernardino, Calif.,, praying for the passage
of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans
and their widows, which was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry citi-
zens of the State of California, praying for the passage of legis-
lation granting increased pensions to veterans of the Spanish
War, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions of sundry
citizens of the State of Massachusetts, praying for the passage
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veter-
ans, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, HEBERT presented the following resolution of the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, which was referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs:

(8, DoOC.
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STATE OF RHODE ISLAND,

IN GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
Jonuary session, A, D, 1980,
Resolution of the general assembly recommending to Congress the pas-
sage of Senate Joint Resolution 20, being a resclution to promote
peace and to equalize the burdens and to minimize the profits of war

Whereas there is pending before the Congress of the United Btates,
Senate Joint Resolution 20, being a jolnt resolution to promote peace
and to equalize the burdens and to minimize the profits of war; and

Whereas this resolution authorized the creation of a commission of
18 members to consider the question of the practicability of the compul-
sory drafting of capltal in case of war: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the general assembly respectfully requests the Sena-
tors and Representatives of Rhode Island in the Congress of the United
States to give their earnest support to said Senate Joint Resolution 20,
and to use their efforts to secure the early passage of this legislation
by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States; and
be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted by the secre-
tary of state to the Senators and Representatives of Rhode Island in
the Congress of the United States.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr, JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 3538) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to
convey to the city of Port Angeles, Wash., a portion of the Ediz
Hook Lighthouse Reservation, Wash. (Rept. No. 250) ;

A Dbill (8. 3574) granting the consent and authority of Con-
gress to the States of Texas and Oklahoma, and the counties
of Cooke and Love, respectively, in said States, to construct,
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge between said
States across Red River; and providing for the condemnation
and acquiring of property to be used in connection therewith,
and to enter into an agreement to construet, maintain, and
operate the same (Rept. No. 251) ;

A bill (8. 3575) granting the consent and authority of Con-
gress to the States of Texas and Oklahoma, and the counties of
Grayson and Bryan, respectively, in said States, to construet,
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge between said
States across Red River; and providing for the condemnation
and acquiring of property to be used in connection therewith,
and to enter into an agreement to construct, maintain, and
operate the same (Rept. No. 252) ;

A bill (8. 3576) granting the consent and authority of Con-
gress to the States of Texas and Oklahoma, and the counties of
Montague and Jefferson, respectively, in sald States, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge between
said States across Red River; and providing for the condemna-
tion and acquiring of property to be used in connection there-
with, and to enter into an agreement to construct, maintain, and
operate the same (Rept. No. 253) ; and

A bill (H. R. 5693) providing for retired pay for certain mem-
bers of the former Life Saving Service, equivalent to retired pay
granted to members of the Coast Guard (Rept. No. 254),

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2466) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of William W. Danenhower, re-
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 255)
thereon.

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 888) for the relief of Francis J. McDonald,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
256) thereon.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Pensions,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 9323) granting pensions
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the
Regular Army and Navy, ete.,, and certain soldiers and gailors
of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such sol-
diers and sailors, reported it with amendments and.submitted
a report (No, 257) thereon.

REPORT OF NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS
Mr. HALE, as in open executive sesslon, from the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs, reported the nominations of sundry officers

in the Navy and Marine Corps, which were placed on the
Executive Calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr, JOHNSON:

A bill (8. 8828) granting an increase of pension to Julius A.
Fuhrman; to the Commitiee on Pensions.
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By Mr. METCALF:

A bill (8. 3829) granting an increase of pension to Ruth
R. Nash (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

A bill (8. 3830) authorizing an appropriation to enable the
Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate with the experiment sta-
tion of the Panhandle Agricultural and Mechanical College
located at Goodwell, Okla.; to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

By Mr. HOWELL:

A bill (8, 3831) for the relief of Georgia A. Muirhead; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE :

A bill (8, 3832) granting a pension to Henry A. Pennington ;
to the Committee on Pensions. .

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 3833) granting an increase of pension to William
Haywood Revelle; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HARRISON :

A bill (8. 3834) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa-
tives of Charls Johnston and Kate Johnston ; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A bill (8. 3835) granting compensation to the parents of
James H. Rodenbush ; to the Committee on Finance.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOHN P. T. DAVIS

On motion of Mr. CArPER it was

Ordered, That the papers filed with the bill (8, 4836) for the relief
of John P, T. Davis, Seventieth Congress, second session, be withdrawn
from the files of the Benate, no adverse report having been made thereon.

AMENDMENT TO THE TARIFF BILL

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill,
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as
follows :

Paragraph 1515, on page 210, line 23, strike out line 23 and insert
in lieu thereof the following:

“ Par. 1515. Firecrackers of more than fivesixtenths inch outside
diameter or more than 13; inches in length, 25 cents per pound; all
other firecrackers, 8§ cents per.”

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bill and joint resolution,
and they were signed by the President pro tempore:

8.2003. An act for the relief of the State of Alabama for
damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by floods in
1929; and

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution to authorize an appropriation
for the expenses of official delegates to the Fourth World’s Poul-
try Congress, to be held in England in 1930.

ENEROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that on to-day, March 7, 1930, that committee presented to the
President of the United States the enrolled bill (8. 2093) for
the relief of the State of Alabama for damage to and destrue-
tion of roads and bridges by floods in 1929.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES

Messages in writing were communicated to the Senate from
the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries.

COMMITTEE TO ATTEND FUNERAL OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE
GLYNN

The VICHE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Resolution
228, as the conmmittee on the part of the Senate to join the
committee on the part of the House of Representatives to at-
tend the funeral of the late Representative James P. GrLyNx,
of Connecticut, the Chair appoints the senior Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. BixgHAM], the junior Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. WArcorr], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHURsST],
the Senator from Virginia [Mr, Grass], the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Date], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr,
Hawesa].

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H, R.
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign
countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, to
protect American labor, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Fess in the chair).
clerk will state the next reserved amendment,

The
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The LecistAtive CLERK. On page 32, paragraph 83, line 24,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the words
“ three-eighths ” and inserted * one-half,” so as to read:

Sodium sulphide, one-half of 1 cent per pound.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the reservation of that
amendment was made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. King].
I have heard no word from him, and I do nmot know just what
the reason for the reservation was. So far as I am concerned
I have not anything to say about it, and the amendment nrmay be
concurred in,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is concurred in.

The next reserved amendment was in paragraph 82, page 33,
line 1, “godium sulphite.” ;

Mr. BARKLEY. The statement I made as to the preceding
amendment applies also to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is concurred in, The clerk will report the next reserved
amendiment,

The LesisLATive CLERE. On page 37, line 6, Portland cement.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The LecisraTive CLErk. On page 37, line 7, subsection (b),
it is proposed to perfect the provision stricken out as in Com-
mitttee r:afdthe Whole by striking out “ 8" and inserting “6,” so
as to g

Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement or cement clinker, 6
cents per hundred pounds, including the weight of the container,

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, we have just passed paragraph
84, which covers starch, in which I am interested. I rise to
inquire when it will be in order to move an amendment to that
paragraph?

Mr. SMOOT. It will be in order just as soon as the Senate
acts upon the amendment which has been reserved.

Mr. CAPPER. I give notice that I shall then move an amend-
ment to paragraph 84 with reference to starch.

Mr. KEAN obtained the floor,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. KHAN. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the debate on
the cement amendment be limited not to exceed 15 minutes for
each Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Jersey yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. NORRIS. I do not ask the Senator to yield. I want to
submit a parliamentary inguiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska
will state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Chair if the question now
pending before the Senate is not, Shall the Senate concur in
the amendment adopfed as in Committee of the Whole?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question.

Mr, NORRIS. If that is the question, is it in order to offer the
amendment which is now offered by the Senator fromNew Jersey ?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is if it is an amendment to
the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. NORRIS. We are not voting on amendments; we are
going to vote as to whether we shall approve the action of the
Senate taken as in Committee of the Whole. The Committee of
the Whole adopted an amendment. Now, the question is, Shall
the Senate approve the action of the Senate as in Committee of
the Whole?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct, the Chair will
say to the Senator from Nebraska, but if the amendment of the
Senator from New Jersey is to

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President

Mr, NORRIS. Let me get through with the Chair first, please,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the amendment offered by
the Senator from New Jersey applies to the amendment that was
made as in Committee of the Whole it is in order.

Mr. NORRIS. Then, would it not follow that we are voting
again upon the amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KEAN. A parliamentary inquiry.

Mr, BARKELEY. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in-

uiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will

| state his parliamentary inguiry.
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Mr. SMOOT, If the decision of the Chair just announced is
correct, would not the amendment of the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. CappER] be in order at this time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the
Senator from Kansas offer an amendment,

Mr. CAPPER. When we reached paragraph 84 I stated that
I desired to offer an amendment at the proper time to that para-
graph, though it is not included in the list of reservations.

Mr. SMOOT. I beg pardon of the Senator from Kansas. I
thought his amendment was to the Portland cement item.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the
Senator from Kansas——

Mr. CAPPER. My understanding is that at the conclusion
of the consideration of the reserved amendments, I will have a
right to offer that amendment?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Kansas that there has been no amendment offered
as in Committee of the Whole to that particular paragraph, and
therefore the amendment of the Senator from Kansas would not
now be in order.

Mr. CAPPER. I merely gave notice that I intended to offer
such an amendment at the proper time, and I inquired when I
might offer it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator may offer the
amendment at the time which has been indicated by the Sena-
tor from Utah.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey
will state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. KEAN. Is not my amendment on page 87, line 7, to pro-
vide a duty of 6 cents instead of 8 cents on Portland cement in
order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is in order.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. BARKLEY. It strikes me, if the Chair will permit me
to say so, that there are only two motions in order: One is to
concur in the amendment adopted as in Committee of the
Whole or to concur in it with an amendment. If the Senator
from New Jersey desires to offer a different rate from the one
which we struck out as in Committee of the Whole it strikes
me the proper motion is to concur in the amendment with an
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would be virtually what
we do, but the form of the rule is to amend the amendment;
that is not only the practice of the Senate, but that is in accord-
ance with parliamentary procedure.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the object I had in view in
submitting my parliamentary inquiry was to have an under-
standing before we proceed—either course will suit me and I do
not care as to that—but I take it now, under the ruling of the
Chair, that the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey is
an amendment to something that was stricken out as in Com-
mittee of the Whole. If the amendment of the Senator from
New Jersey should prevail, then when we come to vote on con-
curring in the amendment we would concur, if we concurred at
all, in the amendment as amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator Is correct.
Senator from New Jersey is recognized.

Mr. KEAN. I ask that my amendment be stated again.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey. .

The LecisLATivE CLERK. In the amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, on page 37, line 7, it is proposed to strike
out “8"” and insert “6,” so as to read:

Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement or cement clinker, 6
cents per hundred pounds, including the welght of the container,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment is in order.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, does the Senator from New
Jersey want to discuss the amendment?

Mr. KEAN. Yes. As I understand, Mr. President, there has
been an agreement to limit debate on the cement item to 15
minutes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the agreement debate
is limited on the cement item to 15 minutes for each Senator,
The Senator from New Jersey has 15 minutes, if he desires to
use it.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I have proposed an amendment
providing for a duty of 6 cents per hundred pounds—22.8 cents
per barrel—on Portland cement and Portland cement clinker in
lien of the duty of 8 cents per hundred pounds recommended by
the Finance Committee. The latter rate was fully justified by
the testimony before the committee and by information fur-
nished the committee by the Tariff Commission, It was, how-
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ever, defeated in the Senate, and my amendment is offered in
lieu of the 8-cent rate.

Cement is a heavy commodity and carries high freight rates
in relation to the value of the product. On this accouht the
territory that can be reached by the different cement mills is
limited. It is generally conceded that the importation of for-
eign cement affects only a narrow strip of territory along the
seaboard, and at the hearings it was admitted by both sides
that foreign cement could not penetrate further than trucking
distance from the seaboard. Therefore, in the consideration of
this case the seaboard cement industry must be taken as a sepa-
rate industry,

While the volume of imports is small as compared to the
total consumption in the United States, the imports are actually
from 10 per cent to 12 per cent of the consumption at the sea-
port markets. Therefore, a duty on cement can not add one
cent to the prices in the interior. The main effect of this small
tariff will be to prevent additional losses to the American manu-
facturer and enable him to more nearly compete with foreign
cement,

This proposal will in no way constitute an embargo against
foreign cement. All the available information indicates clearly
that the difference in the price of foreign cement laid down at
the different seaboard markets varies in favor of the foreign
manufacturer from 38 cents per barrel to $1.16 per barrel.
Therefore, the duty of 22.8 cents per barrel will certainly not
keep out any foreign cement, but will tend solely to minimize
and stop additional losses on the part of the American manu-
facturers in meeting foreign competition at seaboard markets.

When this subject was previously considered in the Senate a
great deal was said about abnormal profits in the industry. Itis
entirely frue that there have been two or three outstanding sue-
cessful companies. Those companies, however, were the pioneers
in the business, and in the early days of the industry paid out
little or nothing in dividends. They put the money back in the
business, which enabled them to build up a business of large
proportions, and which later enabled them to return to their
stockholders substantial returns in the way of stock dividends,
and so forth. This, however, is the exception and not the rule,
as the history of the cement industry is strewn with financial
wrecks.

The figures showing income on invested ecapital for the sea-
board industry, which are filed in the REcorp, show that the
income on invested capital for the year 1928 of the seaboard
mills was 4.14 per cent, and I am sure that when the figures for
1929 are available that this figure will be reduced to about 3
per cent.

The opposition attempted to prove abnormal profits by show-
ing the percentage of profit on sales by a number of companies.
The cement business is a peculiar business, and such a compari-
son is entirely unfair. Where a heavy fixed capital is necessary
in an industry, as in cement, the relation of profit to gross sales
is absolutely no index of profits on capital invested. The only
profit figure of any significance is that which shows what profit
was made on the capital, which must necessarily be tied up in
the industry.

A cement, mill with a million-barrel capacity will require fixed
capital of approximately $3,000,000. The normal ratio of pro-
duction to ecapacity in this industry is about 70 per cent. This
figure can be checked from the Bureau of Mines of the Depart-
ment of Commerce. Therefore, such a company would market
about 700,000 barrels annually, and at present prices their sales
would amount to a little over $1,000,000 a year. Therefore, in
the cement business it takes approximately three years to turn
over the invested capital. To substantiate this, I have the re-
port for 1929 of one of the companies which shows an invested
capital of approximately $31,000,000 and sales of $11,000,000.
I might also add that, so far as this particular company is
concerned, its plants are carried at a conservative value—in fact,
very much less than the actual replacement value. This proves
my contention that it takes almost three years to turn over the
invested eapital. Therefore, to get the true return on invested
capital, the percentage of profit on sales would have to be divided
by three,

Mr. NORRIS., My President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. EEAN. Yes; I yield.

Mr, NORRIS. Does the Senator believe that the S-cent rate
provided for is too high?

Mr. KEAN. No.

Mr. NORRIS. Then why is the Senator offering a motion to
make it 6 cents?

Mr. KHAN. Because I hope some of the Senators who
thought that an 8-cent rate was too high will consent to vote
for a 6-cent rate.
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Mr. NORRIS. Let me ask the Senator another question. Is
not the real object to put up a legislative peg here, so that
Senators who want to change their votes from the Committee
of the Whole will have a place to hang them on?

Mr, KEAN. No.

Mr, NORRIS. That is not it?

Mr. KEEAN. No.

Mr. McMASTER., Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jer-
sey yield to the Senator fromr South Dakota?

Mr. KEAN. I do.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator from New Jersey, of course,
is aware of the fact that immediately after this vote upon
cement the former vote will be published in the Recorp; and
there may be some Senators who will change their votes.

Mr. KEAN. I hope so. I shall be glad if the Senator from
South Dakota will change his vote.

Mr. McMASTER. They may desire to furnish some explana-
tion of the change; and if the Seantor reduces the rate by 2
cents a hundred pounds, of course, that will afford some little
excuse or justification for their action.

Mr. KEAN. That is a large percentage,

Mr. McMASTER. But when they go before the country to
explain their votes it will be a vastly different thing than ex-
plaining them on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. KEAN. I feel confident that when they go before the
counfry they will be able to explain their votes to the satisfac-
tion of their constituents.

Mr. NORRIS., Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jer-
sey further yield to the Seantor from Nebraska?

Mr, KEAN. I should like to yield, but my time is very
limited. If the Senator wants to ask nre a real question, I
ghall be glad to answer it

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator a
real question.

Mr. KEAN. I shall be glad to yield to the Seantor.

Mr. BORAH. What is it that has induced the Senator to
change the amendment from 8 to 6 cents if 8 cents was neces-
sary when the matter was discussed before?

Mr. KEHAN. As I say, there are some Senators who have
told me that they hoped I would offer this amendment, because
they have looked into the question and they thought they could
vote for 6 cents, but they did not feel they could vote for 8
cents.

Mr. BORAH. But evidently the Senator still thinks that 8
cents is necessary.

Mr., KEAN. I do. {

Mr. BORAH. Then the Senator is proposing the rate of 6
cents in order to accommodate those Senators who want to vote
with him?

Mr, BARELEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. KEAN. Yes; I yield.

Mr. BAREKLEY. I do not desire to take up the Senator’s
time; but the Senator also understands that if this 6-cent
amendment is adopted, the only thing that will be in confer-
ence then is the difference between 6 cents and 8 cents; whereas
if the Senate concurs in the amendment adopted in Committee
of the Whole, the scope of the conference will be the whole
range between nothing and 8 cents. The Senator appreciates
that, too, does he not?

Mr, EEAN. I do.

The profits in the whole cement industry show a steady
downward trend, and in the case of the few companies for
which I have seen the figures for 1929 they show profits of
about 50 per cent of what they were in 1925. Compared with
the profit-in other manufacturing industries, the return on the
investment in the eement business is extremely unfavorable and
is decreasing year by year. In 1928 a study of the returns from
268 manufacturing industries shows that the average return
for all manufacturing companies was 12 per cent; for the
seaboard cement indusiry in that year it was 4.14 per cent;
and, as heretofore stated, the return for this portion of the
industry for 1929 will be not more than 3 per cent.

The difference in wages in the Belgian cement indusiry and
the American industry is well known, the wages in this coun-
try being approximately five times the amount paid in Bel-
ginm. This same difference permeates into all of the materials
used in the manufacture of cement, such as coal, gypsum, and
so forth, and gives the foreign manufacturer a very decided
advantage in the cost of manufacture over the United States
industry,

Salaries and wages for the entire industry amount to 39 cents
per barrel, divided as follows:
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Cents

Direct wages_ barrel._
Balaries, exclusive of officers per ﬂf‘re 3?
Officers’ salaries do 2

There is, of course, a very large indirect labor cost in the
mining of coal and other materials entering into the manufac-
ture of cement and in the transportation by the railroads of
tllestta commodities to the mill and the outbound cement ship-
ments,

I am submitting for the Recorp figures from the Bureau of
Labor from 1926 to the fall of 1929,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the statistics
will be printed in the Recogrp.

The matter referred to is as follows:

LABOR

This document is submitted for the record, and speaks for itself.
In it are contained figures on employment and pay rolls for cement
mills from 1926 to the fall of 1920. The figures are those of the
Bureau of Labor. They show a decline in numbers employed and in
pay rolls in seaboard cement mills of 80 per cent in the last three
years. During the same period employment declined in interior cement
mills about 8 per cent. Increase in efficiency of operations undaimbtedly
contributed somewhat to the decline in employment. It is a fair infer-
ence from the figures that the decline due to increased efficiency is rep-
regsented by that of the interior mills, namely, 8 per cent. The addi-
tional decline of over 20 per cent on the seaboard reflects the condition
of the industry in that section arising from forelgn competition. The
efforts of every governmental and industrial agency are being directed
toward alleviating the unemployment problem. The seaboard cement
industry furnishes a striking example of the necessity for some relief.
Nearly 300 out of every 1,000 cement workers in that section have lost
their jobs in the last three years.

Indexes of employment and pay-roll totals in the cement industry, Janu-
ary, 1926, to September, 1929, for the entire country and two geographic

groups
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Mr. KEAN. These figures show a decline in numbers em-
ployed, and in pay rolls in seaboard cement mills of 30 per cent
in the last three years. During the same period employment
in interior cement mills declined about 8 per cent. Increase in
efficiency undoubtedly contributed somewhat to the decline in
employment, which is about the decrease shown in the interior
mills. Therefore, the additional decline of over 20 per cent on
the seaboard reflects the condition of the industry in that sec-
tion, due at least partly to foreign competition. Nearly 300 out
of every 1,000 cement workers in that section have lost their
jobs in the last three years.

Wages paid in the cement industry compare very favorably
with those of the other industries in this country; and there is
no desire on the part of the American manufacturers to bring
down the standards of living. On the contrary, those engaged
in this industry have always favored a fair wage for their em-
ployees; and they are asking for a protective duty in order to
run their mills at nearer capacity, and under conditions more
favorable to employer and employee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from New
Jersey has expired.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, there is another de-
cided difference between the situation to-day and that which
existed when the Senate voted upon the cement tariff before.
It is not merely a question of the difference between 8 cents and
6 cents in the rate. There is a very practical and very serious
difference beyond that.

We have been talking all the time about cement as being a
free-list commodity; but the fact of the matter is that there
has been an 8-cent countervailing duty against Canada con-
stantly since 1922, Therefore, along the entire international
boundary, where the exposure to Canadian competition is im-
mediate, there has been an 8-cent protection against Canadian
cement, as a result of that section of the existing law which
permits a countervailing duty to be assessed when Canada itself
assesses a duty in kind.

Within the past 10 days the Senate has stricken from the
hill all countervailing duties, Therefore, the Senate within
the past 10 days or 2 weeks has voted out of the law the ex-
isting 8-cent protection against Canada. In other words, when
we vote to-day, we are voting not merely on the question of
raising the duty on continental cement from zero to 6 cents, but
we are voting on the question of restoring 75 per cent of the
existing protection so far as Canada and the State of Michigan,
for instance—which is the second largest? cement producer in
the country—is concerned.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. If that be true, then when we had a counter-
vailing duty, as we did have when we voted in Committee
of the Whole, there was not any reason for the contention made
by the Senator from Michigan and all others who were with him
in favor of a tariff. If you were already protected by a coun-
tervailing duty, then at that time you were really asking for a
double duty.

_ Mr. VANDENBERG. On the contrary, Mr. President, so far
as the State of Michigan and the cement industry along the
international boundary are concerned, the former amendment
merely represented the permanent validation of the existing
countervailing duty. The pending amendment merely restores
75 per cent of this protection. I use Michigan simply as an ex-
ample of the situation that would exist the entire length of the
international boundary so far as cement production is eoncerned.

I desire to call the Senate’s attention to these facts:

First, with 16 mills, Michigan is the second largest producer
of cement in the United States. Our immediate exposure is On-
tario, of course, across the line. Ontario, in turn, is one of the
largest cement producers in Canada, producing 35 per cent of all
the Canadian produetion.

Listen to this: The Ontario price per barrel f. o. b. plant is
$1.41. That is the sales price at the Canadian plant, $1.41. The
Michigan cost per barrel is $1.57. I think these figures are in-
controvertible. I accept them as such, at any rate, because
they seem to come from reliable sources,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, what is it that enters into
the production in the United States, just across the line, which
makes it more expensive than in Canada?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am unable to tell the Senator. Does
the Senator deny the accuracy of the figures?

Mr, BORAH. I deny the accuracy of the cost to the pro-
ducers in Michigan, if it is in excess of the amount it costs in
Canada, because the investigation shows that the cost of pro-
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‘duction is equal on both gides of the line. Labor is paid the
same, and the machinery is the same.

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator can not produce his
proofs, much as I respect his genius, I am unwilling to take his
dictum as the last word in economics.

Mr. BORAH. I am not offering dictum; I am offering facts
which I understood to be conceded.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Where does the Senator get his facts?

Mr. BORAH. The cost of production in the United States
and the cost of production in Canada are not different. Cement
in Canada is selling at a price which we would be charging if
we were selling at a price commensurate with the prices of other
commodities since the World War.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, much as I would like
to yield further, I can not, or my time will expire and I will
suffer the same fate the Senator from New Jersey did.

The figures I am submitting come officially from the Tariff
Commission source, and I assume I am entitled to rely upon
them. Relying upon them, I make the statement that the sales
price of cement in Ontario is $1.41, as compared with a cost
price in Michigan of $1.57.

Whether the difference is more or less, the physical faet re-
mains—and the Senator from Idaho can not deny it—that the
cement industry in Michigan since 1922 has been developed under
the protection of an 8-cent rate against Canadian cement. The
pending amendment saves but 75 per cent of this protection to
a great indusiry and a large employment.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

Mr. VANDENBERG. Senators may analyze the statistics as
they please; that is the physical fact.

Mr. President, how much time have I left?

The VICE PRESIDENT. REight minutes.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the Senator from Montanas

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In order that we might properly
appraise the value of the figures given us, can the Senator state
the different elements entering into the cost in Canada and in
Michigan?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I can not. I am merely taking the
total as it is given me by the commission.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Are wages lower in Canada than
they are in Michigan?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have not analyzed the figures. I am
giving the Senator the total. The Senator, however, no matter
how much he tries to subdivide the arithmetie, can not escape
from the conclusion that the cement industry has had its de-
velopment during the last eight years in Michigan, the second
largest cement producer in the country, under the benefit of an
8-cent protection against Canada, and this life-saving benefit is
now withdrawn. @

We have discussed cement in the Senate heretofore entirely
as though it were a free list product. There was never a word
mentioned in the previous debate about the fact that we have
this countervailing duty protection against Canada. Within
the last 10 days the Senate has stricken down that protection.
Therefore, so far as Canadian competition is concerned, when
the Senate votes for the amendment offered by the Senator from
New Jersey, it merely votes to retain 75 per cent of the existing
protection which we have against Canadian competition, and,
so far as Michigan, the second largest cement producer in the
country, is concerned, Canadian competition is the ounly thing we
have to fear at all.

Mr. NYE and Mr. BARKLEY addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
vield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. VANDENBERG. How much time have I left?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Six minutes.

Dall{:l VANDENBERG. I yield to the Senator from North
ota.

Mr. NYH. I would like to ask the Senator from Michigan
if he opposed the move to abandon the countervailing duty on
cement. ‘

Mr. VANDENBERG. I certainly did.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator stated what
the duty on cement from Canada is, I did not hear what he
said.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Eight cents per hundred pounds, plus
20 per cent ad valorem on bags.

Mr. BARKLEY. There is a refund on bags, is there not?

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes; but that is reciprocal both ways.

Mr. BARKLEY. 8o that the bag end of it does not count?

Mr. VANDENBERG. The bag end washes itself out each
way. The thing I am discussing is the B-cent rate, which has
existed since 1922, and I repeat that the amendment proposed
by the Senator from New Jersey will merely provide 76 per cent
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of the protection under which our great cement industry has
been developed.
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield just a
moment there?
Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield.
Mr. BARKLEY. What did the Senator give as the figures
of the cost of production in Canada?
Mr. VANDENBERG. I gave the selling prices in Canada.
%‘he average selling price per barrel f. o. b. plant in Ontario is
1.41.

Mr.

Mr,
$1.57.

Mr.

BAREKLEY. What is it in Michigan?
VANDENBERG. The Michigan cost price per barrel is

BARKLEY. What is the selling price in Michigan?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not have that figure.

Mr. BARKLEY. It will not be $1.57. It is more apt to be
about $2.50, is it not?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not have the figure. The com-
parison I have given suffices to make the point I am submitting
to the Senate.

Mr. BARKLEY. But, if the Senator will yield, it is hardly
fair to try to compare the selling price in Canada with the
cost price in Michigan.

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is obviously fair when the selling
price, to which the Senator refers, is lower in Canada than the
cost price is in the United States. The =elling price in the
United States would simply make a wider spread in the figures
and increase the force of my exhibit.

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will yield further——

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sorry, I can not yield further.
My time has practically expired, and I will have to ask the
Senator to speak in his own time.

Mr. COUZENS rose.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. COUZENS. In answer to the Senator from Kentucky,
the average selling price of cement over a number of years in
Detroit, for example, has been $1.95. Those are the figures of
the Tariff Commission, and that has been the price for a num-
ber of years.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, in conclusion I submit
the following telegram from the Petoskey Portland Cement Co.,
which is one of the great cement industries of the Middle West,
reading as follows:

We understand Senate’s recent action relative tariff on cement has
removed all countervailing duties, thus eliminating former protection
of 8 cents a hundred pounds on Canadian cement. Canada has ap-
proximately 6,000,000 barrels annual surplus production, and this
constitutes a serious threat to American manufacturers along border.

Mr. President, I voted for the 8-cent du® on cement, and I
voted for it without submitting an argument to the Senate, on
the basis of a memorial unanimously adopted by the Michigan
State Legislature in favor of the S-cent duty. I voted for it
then under those circumstances. Certainly I am justified in
voting for it now, and in hoping to enlist aid from others now,
when the pending proposal involves an actual reduction of 25
per cent in the protection which we already enjoy against
Canada. As regards European cement, none of it reaches the
interior, and the tariff, whatever it is, can not affect the price of
cement to the ultimate consumer by one single cent.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President, I have listened with a good
deal of interest to the astounding proposal to renew an amend-
ment to place a duty upon cement.

In reference to the figures submitted by the Senator from
Michigan as to the cost of cement in the State of Michigan,
the fisures which he presented, of course, were not the Tariff
Commission figures, as he represented on the floor of the Senate,
but simply the result of a questionnaire that was sent out by
the Tariff Commission,

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McMASTER. 1 yield only for a question.

Mr. VANDENBERG. 1 simply do not want the Senator to
impugn the veracity of my statement. The figures were ob-
tained by me from the Tariff Commission, and there is no argu-
ment about it.

Mr. McMASTER. If the implication was that the Tariff
Commission had made an investigation and ascertained the facts
in regard to the matter, then I want to say that there is no
authority for the Senator making a statement along that line.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator can draw his own implica-
tion. I made the statement as to the source of the information.

Mr. McMASTER. I simply want to tell the Senate the facts
in regard to the matter, that the Tariff Commission sent a
questionnaire out to the manufacturers asking them what the
costs were. The manufacturers knew that when they submitted
those figures they were submitting them upon the basis of
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obtaining an increased tariff, that there was no likelihood what-
ever of the Tariff Commission investigating those figures.

In reference to competition in Michigan, I will admit that in
Belgium, probably, cement can be manufactured much cheaper
than it can be in the United States or in Canada. Yet during
all these years there has been no tariff on cement, and what
would have prevented the Belgian inferests from shipping
cement down the St. Lawrence and over the Great Lakes and
into the State of Michgan? Yet not one barrel of cement has
come from Belgian interests to that source, on account of diffi-
culties of transportation, and because of the fact that they
could not compete under those circumstances with the State
of Michigan without any tariff whatsoever upon cement.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McMASTER. 1 yield.

Mr. DILL. The Senator does not make that statement about
Belgian cement coming to the Pacific coast, does he?

Mr. McMASTER. No; I am going to touch that a little later.
I shall get into that.

Generally speaking, the complaint is made by the cement
industry, particularly in the Eastern States, that it can not
compete with Belgian cement, that Belgian cement during the
last six months or year has been hammering down the price
of American cement. What are the facts in regard to this
matter?

The Hawley bill came over from the House in June, and was
referred to the Finance Committee. When the contents of that
bill became known to the country, and it was learned that the
interests were attempting to make a raid upon the agriculture
of this country by placing a tariff upon basic building materials,
a protest arose from every aectlo'n of the Northwest in regard
to that.

The cement interests of this country then became alarmed.
They knew they had to do something to convince Congress that
they needed this duty, and what did they do? In the month of
August, when this matter was up for consideration before the
Finance Committee, the Cement Trust in the Eastern States,
beginning with Philadelphia, lowered the price of cement by 30
cents a barrel, and in the Atlantic Coast States they lowered it
by 20 cents a barrel.

Then the Cement Trust and the cement intereﬂts started to
work for this tariff of 31 cents a barrel, and finally their lobby
here in Washington sent out reporis to tl}e cement interests that
everything was fixed, that they would receive a tariff of 31 cents
a barrel on cement. JVhen the cement interests were positively
assured of that, what did they do? In the month of November
in the city of Philadelphia they raised the price of cement by
80 cents a barrel; in the city of New York and in the ecity of
Boston, where they had competition with the Belgian interests,
and claimed that they were being crushed, in the face of all of
that, they raised the price of cement by 20 cents a barrel. They
dominate and they dictate the price of cement in the United
States, regardless of this foreign competition.

I want to say a word to the Senator from New Jersey. There
are two cement mills in his State. He claims, of course, that
they are being crushed by this Belgian competition in the city of
New York.

The facts are that all of the mills in the East which supply
cement to the eity of New York manufacture 52,000,000 barrels
of cement a year. All that the foreigners can sell in the city of
New York is 212,000 barrels a year. In other words, if we put
an embargo upon cement from Belgium in the city of New York
the only increased market that will come to those two factories
in the State of New Jersey will be one barrel in 250. In other
words, for every 250 barrels sold in the city of New York by
American producers Belginm will sell just one barrel.

When we are told that one-third of the labor in the East in
the cement mills is out of employment because of foreign com-
petition, we can not reconcile that statement with the facts. It
can not be done, because when we import only 600,000 barrels
of cement for Boston, Philadelphia, and New York, it represents
only about one barrel in 100 that is sold there, so how can that
foreign competition in cement throw out of employment one-
third of all the labor in the cement industry?

I want to say this to the Senators who are talking about
throwing labor out of employment, In 1927 the Belgian Govern-
ment started a move to put an embargo through a tariff upon
American automobile parts which were being imported into that
country., Then the automobile industry of America exerted
every ounce of its power to influence the Belgian Government to
refrain from that action, and it did refrain. In view of the fact
that we sell to the Belgian people $111,000,000 of products a
year and they sell to us only $75,000,000 worth, I say to Sen-
ators who come from the automobile-manufacturing States that
if they try to put an embargo upon cement and brick and plate
glass, the Government of Belgium is going to retaliate against
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them and they will have their votes to answer for in placing an
embargo against Belgium upon cement, -

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Da-
kota yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. McMASTER. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. Can the Senator tell us anything about
the difference in the cost of production in Belgium and in the
United States? I do not know that that has been stated.

Mr. McMASTER. The Tariff Commission submitted to the
Finance Committee a statement in regard to that matter. How-
ever, there was nothing accurate about the statement. They
smlply took the statement of the American manufacturers with-
out verifying the figures, without sending an accountant to
chack up their accounts, and hence it is impossible for me to
state accurately the figures, except that the difference in cost is
so small that no Belgian cement can be imported 10 miles into
the interior from any seaboard city.

Mr. FLETCHER. It has been stated to me, and I think it is
true, that the Belgian cement is being imported into Tampa,
where we have a cement plant, and that it is being imported at
a cost of about 14 cents a barrel.

Mr. McMASTER. That is ridiculous. That statement is
ridiculous, If it could be imported into Tampa at 14 cents a
barrel, cement could penetrate far into the interior of the
country.

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to
another matter, The Lehigh Valley Portland cement interests
around Philadelphia complained before the committee that they
could not meet Belgian competition. The Tariff Commission
furnished to the Finance Committee the selling prices of cement
in the United States on a certain day, and in that statement it
was shown that the Lehigh Valley interests were selling cement
in Philadelphia for $2.35 a barrel, while in the city of Chicago
cement was selling for $2.25, 10 cents a barrel less than it was
being sold for in the city of Philadelphia, and yet Chicago does
not know what it is to have foreign competition, because not a
barrel of Belgian cement can penetrate into the city of Chicago.

Why is it that the interior of the country is unalterably
opposed to a tariff upon cement? It is for the reason that the
record of the cement industry shows that the industry is grad-
ually gravitating into the hands of the strong and the powerful
of the country. The record shows that 80 days ago the United
States Steel Corporation purchased one company which had
seven cement plants, and such consolidations are going on con-
stantly, The real object underlying the demand for an in-
creased duty on cement of 24 cents or 31 cents a barrel is so
that finally the strong interests, having a monopoly of the busi-
ness, may increase the price of every barrel sold in the United
States by 81 cents, They will thus place, in other words,
$53,000,000 of an additional burden upon the consumers of ce-
ment and upon the farmers of the country. It is a drive for the
purpose of further raiding the agricultural interests of the
country. There are no facts which justify under any circum-
stances an increased duty upon cement.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, whatever the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. McMasTeEr] may think about the effect of Bel-
gian importations of cement in general, I am sure he will admit
that in the case of the cement mill in my State, at Thomaston,
Me., the foreign competition does directly affect us.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator answer a
question?

AMr. HALE. I wish the Senator would allow me to make my
statement.

Mr. McMASTER. Let me ask the Senator a question. He
has made a statement, and he can answer the question in the
further course of his statement. The Senator said that the
mill in Maine can not compete with Belgian cement. How
was it that the mill in Maine in November last entered into
an agreement to increase the price of cement in the city of
Boston by 20 cents a barrel and succeeded, and the price went
up by 20 cents a barrel in the face of Belgian competition?

"Mr. HALE. I know nothing about the agreement to which
the Senator refers. I suppose he probably refers to the parent
company of the mill in Maine, and that is the Lawrence Cement
Co., of Pennsylvania, The mill in Maine is a branch of the
parent company. It was built a year or two ago at a cost of
something over $3,000,000 and has been in operation for about
a year. The capacity of the mill is about 1,000,000 barrels of
cement a year. They have been making about 500,000 barrels
of cement a year. The natural outlet for their products would
run as far south perhaps as Providence along the coast. We
would expect a market in Providence, Boston, and Portland,
and in the territory immediately adjoining those ports, and,
of course, the market in the State of Maine. The Belgian im
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portations to Boston alone amount to 470,000 barrels of cement
a year, to Providence I think about 54,000, and Portland about
50,000 barrels.

When the matter came before the Senate previously I placed
in the REcorbp a letter from the president of the Lawrence Cement
Co., of Maine. In this letter he stated that the cost of producing
cement f, 0. b. Thomaston is $1.30. In these costs he did not
include interest on the investment in the plant. With interest
on the investment in the plant included, the total cost would
be raised 30 cents—I think that was the figure—which would
have to be added to the $1.30 with the plant running at one-
half production.

If it should run on 80 per cent production this additional cost
would be more or less neutralized. The actual cost, including
interest on the investment cost, would be substantially $1.33 a
barrel f. 0. b, the mill.

To deliver cement from the Maine mill to Boston, Portland,
and Providence would cost 63 cents to Boston, 48 cents to Port-
land, and 72 cents to Providence. The delivered cost of the
cement from this mill would therefore be around $1.93 at Bos-
ton, $1.78 at Portland, and $2.02 at Providence. The foreign
cement at those ports is sold at a very considerably less price.
Belgian cement can be delivered at Boston for $1.29, at Portland
for $1.29, and at Providence for $1.29. Obviously, with Belgian
cement delivered at Boston, Portland, and Providence at that
price and with our cement delivered at prices of $1.93, $1.78, and
$2.02, the duty of 2214 cents, which is asked for here, while it
would help us, would not enable us to meet the competition;
neither would the rate of 31 cents, but it would be helpful to us.

Mr. McMASTER. Which is the parent company?

Mr. HALB. I think the parent company is the Lawrence
Cement Co. of Pennsylvania.

Mr. McMASTER. Is that connected with the Lehigh Co.?

Mr. HALE. I am not familiar with the ramifications of the
company, All I am interested in is the Maine branch of the
company, which is running at a loss at the present time—at a
very great loss. About the only market that is left to us where
we can meet the Belgian importations is what we can get
locally in the State of Maine. The local market amounts to
about one-half the possible production of the mill.

Furthermore, if what the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN-
DENBERG] said about Canadian countervailing duties is correct—
and I have not examined into that matter—after this we are
going to meet further Canadian competition. All I ask is that
something be done to help out this industry of ours, which
employs a great many people and which, I think, ought to be
kept on its feet.

Mr. NYE. Mr, President, during the original debate upon the
proposal to write a duty on cement, claims were made relative
to the losses that would be sustained by labor in certain of the
States. Among them were Maryland, as to which we were told
that if the duty was not written upon cement something like
1,500 men would be out of employment. I am not going to argue
that point further than to say that the Census Bureau has
given me information which discloses the presence of two ce-
ment plants in Maryland and two cement plants in Virginia.
The four plants combined employed men to the number of 1,026,
so that I think we must see that the duty is not so dangerous a
thing toward the employment of labor as some would have us
believe. How could 1,500 men be out of work in the Maryland
cement industry when there are not that many employed in the
industry in the State?

I am this morning in receipt of two telegrams, one from
Albert V. Moore, president of the American Scantic Line,
reading as follows:

NEw YoRk, N. Y., March 6, 1930,
Hon. GerALp P. NYE,
United States Senate Chambers:

American steamship owners operating American flag vessels need
cement cargoes coming to United States ports to maintain quick service,
reasonable rates for American exporters and shippers. Please use your
influence keep cement on free list. We operate weekly cargo and pas-
senger steamers from north Hatteras ports to and from Beandinavia.

ALBRRT V. MooRs,
" Pregident American Beantie Line.

Another telegram is from Joseph P. Ryan, president of the
International Longshoremen’s Association, reading as follows:

NEw Yorg, N, Y., March 6, 1930,
Hon. Gerarnp P. NYE, of North Dakota,
Benate Office Building:

Understand another effort will be made to-day to impose duty on

cement and brick. International Longshoremen’s Association is keenly

interested in these commodities coming in free of duty, as these eargoes
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furnish employment for our men, who are badly im need of it. We
would urge your earnest support in our efforts to keep these men
employed,
JoserH P, RyaAx,
Pregident International Longshoremen’s Association.

I only wish to remark in that connection, Mr. President, that
from the standpeint of labor it is a question of how best Ameri-
can labor would be served—whether it would be in denying a
duty on cement or in placing a duty upon cement,

We are told that the whole difficulty confronted by the cement
producers of America lies in the competition which they are
forced to meet frem abroad. The February 15 issue of Business
Conditions Weekly, issued by the bureau of business conditions,
a division of the Alexander Hamilton Institute, makes this
statement :

THE RECESEION IN CEMENT CONSUMPTION

Expansion of cement consumption was halted in 1929 for the first
time since 1921. Shipments of cement totaled 169,894,000 barrels in
1929, ns against 175,838,000 barrels in 1928, a decrease of 3.5 per cent.

Cement ahipments

Barrels
1919 85, 613, 000
1020__ 96, 312, 000
1921 95, 507, 000
1922 117, 701, 000
1923_ = -—= 135, 912, 000
1924 146, 047, 000
19256__ 157, 205, 000
1926__ 162, 187, 000
1927 170, 922, 000
1928 175, 838, 000
1 R Al e BN 169, 304, 000

The curtallment of the demand in 1929 was particularly distressing,
because the cement industry increased its produecing capacity last year
to a mew high record when the capacity was already in excess of
requirements. There were 1656 plants with an annual capacity of
261,000,000 barrels at the close of 1929, as compared with 159
plants with a capacity of 242,000,000 barrels at the end of 1928,

The output of cement last year was equivalent to only 00.4 per cent
of producing capacity as compared with 74 per cent in 1928, due to
hoth increased capacity and curtailed production. Despite the redaction
in output, production exceeded shipments, and stocks on hand increased
during the year from 22,918,000 barrels to 23,519,000 barrels.

Competition in the cement industry was exceptionally keen in 19029
and the downward trend of prices which has featured the situation
gince 1923 because of excessive capacity became more pronounced.
Prices declined last year to the lowest level since 1918. The price
index of cement (1926=100) was 89.2 at the beginning of 1930 as
compared with 96.5 a year ago and the 1923 high of 109.6 when the
downward trend started.

The reduction in the consumption of cement last year was due not
only to the curtailment of building activity, but also to a decline in
paving operations. Contracts awarded for paving totaled 139,663,000
square yards in 1929 as compared with 148,078,000 square yards in
1928, a decrease of 5.7 per cent. About 28 per cent of the cement
output is used in paving.

It is doubtful whether cement consnmption in 1930 will exceed the
amount used in 1929. Some gain is possible, however, providing that
the promised increase in road-building and public-construction work
materializes. TUnder any circumstances prices are not likely to enjoy
much support because the producing capacity of the industry is so

large,

I contend, Mr. President, in keeping with that accounting of
the situation, that a tariff is not going to afford any betier
condition for the American cement industry than exists at the
present time. But how badly off, in what terrible shape, is
the American cement industry? In the previous debate on
cement I offered for the Recorp a table showing just how
profitable various units of the cement industry had been during
the last 5 or 10 years; and now I have before me the official
organ of the cement producers, the title of the publication
being Pit and Quarry, and here we find listed the names of the

arious companies and a summary of their earning power dur-
ing the past year, and of their prospects. 8o, Mr, President,
I can not take seriously the statement as to the terribly de-
pressed circumstances in which the cement trade finds itself,
because, in the first place, if the industry is suffering a de-
pression at all it is traceable primarily to the lack of building
operations in America, and not to the lack of a tariff to keep
out the little smattering of cement that is coming in from
Belgium.

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Keanx] has made refer-
ence to the status of certain companies that have been losing
money. I would point out to him that the Florence Cement
Co., with which he is conversant, had profits for the years
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running from 1922 to 1925 ranging all the way from $115,000
to $988,000, and a total profit in seven years of $4,286,546, or a
percentage of profit to sales in that 7-year period of 16.8.

Mr. KIHAN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. NYBE. I yield.

Mr. KEAN, As I pointed out in my remarks, it would be
necessary to divide that profit by three, because the capital of
the company only turns over once in three years. Therefore,
it is necessary to divide those profits by three to begin with,
and this year that company will show a profit of not over 4
per cent on its capital.

Mr. NYE. That may be somewhat in keeping with the
methods of accounting which I have understood are in vogue,
to the effect that in the case of the greater cement companies
in America their profits ought to be divided by three. A show-
ing has been made to me, but there is no opportunity here now
to present it, that many of the leading companies are those
that have gone out and bought up other companies, merged
many companies, and then for that which they have paid, we
will say, $1, they have gone to the stock exchange and sold
the stock of those merged institutions for $3; for every dollar
of actual investment stocks were sold for $3, and now I suppose
it is expected that Congress should write tariff rates that will
enable them to pay a return of 6, 8, or 10 per cent upon those
thus inflated stocks.

Mr. President, we heard this morning of the serious situation
which prevails because of the abandonment some days ago of
the countervailing duty provisions of the tariff act as they
related to cement. I asked the Senator from Michigan while he
was on his feet if he had protested at the time those counter-
vailing duties were stricken from the bill, and he responded that
he certainly had; but, Mr. President, for the life of me, tracing
through the Recorp of March 4, when the countervailing duties
were stricken from the bill, I fail utterly to find where the
Senator from Michigan voiced any protest whatsoever. I insist
here to-day that the countervailing duties have been stricken
from the bill in more eases than that of cement for the purpose
alone of affording an opportunity for the argument that the
industries affected no longer have even the protection they once
had in that form.

Mr. President, with that situation eclear I want to say here
and now if, under the program of playing with the counter-
vailing duty features of the bill in the manner in which they
have been played with, that is the only argument left for
them, I insist that they come forward to-day, here and now,
and ask for a reinclusion in the bill of the countervailing fea-
tures rather than for a general inerease in the tariff rates on
the several commodities.

Mr., ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I rise to seek
some information in regard to this question. I should like to
inquire of the Senator from New Jersey how many cement con-
cerns there are in this country—how many plants?

Mr. KEAN. I think there are between 125 and 150—some-
thing like that number.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. How many different concerns
own those plants?

Mr. KEAN. At least 60 or 70.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And how many men are em-
ployed or have been employed in this industry, and what wages
do they receive annually?

Mr. KEAN. I think there are some 35,000 or 40,000 men em-
ployed in the cement industry, and, estimating that each man
thus employed has five dependents, the number of those directly
interested in the cement industry would aggregate about 150,000,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. What amount of wages is paid
to these 35,000 or 40,000 cement workers?

Mr. KEAN. The pay roll, I should say, amounts to $50,000,000
a year, or something like that; I do not have the exact figures.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. As I understand, it runs some-
where in the neighborhood of $55,000,000 or $56,000,000 a year.

Mr, KEAN. 1 think probably that is more correct.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I did not catch the exact figures,
but the Senator from New Jersey made a statement as to the
number of persons who are out of employment in the industry or
as to the extent employment has been reduced. I should like to
have that information.

Mr. KEAN. The figures show, Mr. President, that during the
past two years the employment in the cement industry in the
Middle West, away from the seaboard, is in the neighborhood
of 94 or 95 per cent, while on the seaboard for more than a
year and a half under the conditions which prevail, the percent-
age of employment is only about 70 per cent of normal, of the
number employed, say, a year and a half ago.
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Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President :

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I was about to ask another ques-
tion for the purpose of securing information.

Mr. McMASTER. I should like to answer the question the
Senator has just asked.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator from New Jersey states that
employment in the cement industry during the last two or three
years has been cut down anywhere from 15 to 20 or 25 per cent,
Is that true?

Mr. KEAN. That is, on the seaboard.

Mr. McMASTER. Yes; but the record shows that those same
cement plants located upon the seaboard and which furnish the
seaboard ecities with cement, in 1928 and im the first six months
of 1929 produced more eement than they produced at any time
in their history. How could they produce more cement while
they were cutting their labor force down 15 or 20 or 25 per cent?

Mr., ROBSION of Kentucky. The same statement might be

made as to nearly every other industry. The railroads in this
country handled more freight in 1928 and 1929 than ever before
in their history, with two or three hundred thousand less men
employed; and in other industries, for instance in the coal
mines, each man is producing much more tonnage than he ever
before produced, yet there are less men employed.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
vield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, that situation probably came
about because of the use of more efficient machinery. More
cement is now produced with less labor; but is that any reason
why we should impose a tariff on cement? It is a good argu-
ment why we should take the tariff off, when, on account of
efficiency, they have been able to produce it at a less cost?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I want to make
a further inquiry of the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr, KEAN. Mr. President, I should like, first, to make a sug-
gestion if the Senator from Kentucky will yield to me.

5 Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to the Senator from New
ersey.

Mr. KEAN. I should like to suggest to the Senator from
Nebraska that the machinery used by the cement industry in
the Middle West is the same as that which is used in New Jer-
sey and Pennsylvania. In the Middle West, however, the em-
ployment was about 95 per cent, compared to the number em-
ployed two years ago; while in New Jersey the employment was
only about 70 per cent of what it was two years ago. That, I
think, is a reply to the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr., ROBSION of Kentucky. Is it the belief of the Senator
from New Jersey that the lack of this protection will add greatly
to the unemployment in the cement industries along the Atlantic
coast?

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, it has already added to the un-
employment; and every vote I have cast here has been in an
effort to aid labor, so that the unemployment will be alleviated.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Further, how far in the in-
terior is this cement from the Atlantic coast shipped?

Mr. KEAN. The report of the experts of the Tariff Commis-
sion shows that on the average the freight rate from the cement
plants of Pennsylvania and New Jersey to the cities of New
York, Boston, and other seaboard points Is more than the freight
rate from Belgium.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Then it is the contention of the
Senator from New Jersey that this cement could not penetrate
to any great distance in the interior—perhaps only 50 or 100
miles?

Mr. KEAN. That is about the limit of the possible shipment.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky, If this duty were placed upon
cement along the Atlantic seaboard and, say, the Canadian bor-
der of Michigan, how would it affect the price of cement to the
consumer in Eentucky.

Mr. KEAN., Not one cent.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is it the contention of the Sena-
tor from New Jersey that the people of the Atlantic seaboard
desire this tariff to protect that industry?

Mr. KEAN. I think there is no doubt about it, because that
would give more employment to labor, and that is what we are
all seeking.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And it would not add to the cost
of cement to the people in Kentucky or other interior sections
of the country?

Mr. KEAN. It wonld not.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. How, if at all, would it benefit
the people of the State of Kentucky if this duty were granted,
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and there were an increase in the number of people employed
and the prosperity of these industries in Michigan and along the
Atlantic coast line?

Mr. KEAN. Kentucky raises tobacco and wool; Kentucky
raises a great many products that are consumed by the people
of New Jersey and the people of Michigan; and if those people
make money they buy the products of Kentucky., If they have
not the money, they can not buy them.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
¥ield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Just another question, and then
I will yield.

We have some cement plants in the State of Kentucky. Are
the cement people along the Atlantie seaboard interested in a
financial way in the cement plants of Kentucky? What I am
trying to find out is whether this whole cement proposition is in
a trust, and if we help one part we help the whole.

Mr. KEAN., There is no trust. They are all competing
against each other, and the competition is very keen. There
are at least 97 separate companies. Of course, there are some
companies that own a plant in one place and a plant in another
place and a plant in a third place. That saves those companies
in their selling agents and in their overhead, because they have
but one president, and any company with a large distribution
and having several plants in several places has less selling
expense than if it has but one plant.

Mr. MCMASTER. Mr, President——

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to the Senator from
South Dakota.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator from New Jersey states, for
example, that there is nothing in common in cement prices;
that there is very keen competition among the various cement
factories. He states that there are 1256 competing factories in
the New England States and in the Atlantic seaboard States,
and that there is great competition among them, Uniformly,
however, the 125 factories lowered their prices in August to
exactly the same price, and in the month of November the 125
factories in unison raised their prices. That, of course, displays
sharp competition as far as prices are concerned.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I understand
that there are 157 plants throughout the country, owned by 94
different concerns. I was trying to find out if those 94 concerns
were operating indepefidently of each other.

Mr. KEAN. They are entirely independent of each other.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The chief competitor in the ce-
ment business of the Atlantic coast people of the United States
is Belgium ; is it not?

Mr. KEAN. Yes. >

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. How do labor costs in that
country compare with our own?

Mr. KEAN. The labor cost in Belgium is about one-fifth of
the labor cost in this country. Here are the official books of the
Belgian companies. They show profits of anywhere from 35 to
40 per cent per annum.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky.
Belgian concerns?

Mr. KEAN. Yes.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Did I understand the Senator
to say that Belgium could lay down cement in New York at less
cost for transportation than the cost of shipping cement from the
Pennsylvania and New Jersey plants into New York City?

Mr. KEAN. That is correct.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor a question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has given practically all of his
time to the Senator from New Jersey. He has exhausted his
own time. I have been wondering, since this little theatrical
performance of questions and answers has been going on, if
this is the first time the Senator has rehearsed this dialogue.

Mr. EEAN. It was not rehearsed at all.

Mr, NORRIS, That accounts, then, for the nrany mistakes
that have been made in its rehearsal.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I desire to let
the Senator from Nebraska know that the Senator from Ken-
tucky has the right to rise in his place in his own time and
seek information from those who have made a study of this
question; and I think the insinuation is entirely improper.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr, Kean].

Mr. HARRISON. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll

The Senator is referring to the
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The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names: "’

Allen Frazier Keyes Shortridge
Ashurst George .a Follette Simmons
Baird Glass MeCulloch Smith
Barkley Glenn McEKellar Smoot
Bingham Goff McMaster Steck

Black Goldsborough MeNary Steiwer
Blaine Gould Metcalf Stephens
Blease Greene Moses Bwanson
Borah Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Brock Harris Nye Trammell
Broussard Hurrison Oddie Tydings
Capper Hastings Overman Vandenberg
Caraway Hatfeld Patterson Wagner
Connally Hawes Phipps Walcott
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Hebert Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Waterman
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind. Watson

Dill Johnson Robsion, Ky. Wheeler
Fess Jones Schall

Fletcher Kean Sheppard

Mr, HASTINGS. My colleague [Mr. Towx~Nsenp] is neces-
sarily absent from the Chamber,

The PRESIDENT pro tenrpore. REighty-six Senators having
answered to their names, a quornm is present., The guestion
is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. KEax].

Several Senators called for the yeas and nays.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the American Portland ce-
ment industry is comparatively new, having been started about
40 years ago. Prior to that time all of the cement used in this
country was imported, principally from Germany. At the start,
the American industry was necessarily very crude, and in mar-
keting their product they had to overcome prejudice due to the
belief that the quality of domestic cement was not equal to that
of the foreign product. Eventually, however, they wore down
the consume-s’ resistance, and gradually displaced the cement
which had heretofore been furnished by Germany, and they had
little or no trouble in disposing of all of the cement they could
manufacture,

However, new mills began to spring up, and they were soon
confronted with a production greater than demand. In order to
meet this situation they formed cooperative promotional organi-
zations to increase the use of cement. With the knowledge
gained from experience and experiments and the expenditures of
large sums of money, they were entirelw successful. This or-
ganization has succeeded so well that it has increased the per
capita consumption of cement in this country every year from
the time it was formed, except during the war years, when there
wis necessarily a considerable falling off in shipments of ce-
ment. To-day this country has a very much larger per capita
consumption of cement than any other country in the world.
However, the production of cement has increased to such an
extent that according to the figures from the Bureau of Mines,
Department of Commerce, there is now in this country an
annual production capacity of approximately 240,000,000 barrels,
and a consumptive capacity of 170,000,000 barrels of cement.
Therefore, in so far as interior prices are concerned, competitive
conditions will continue in the future, as in the past, to make
these prices. Under these conditions it is absolutely unfair to
say that the imposition of this tariff duty will add a burden on
the consuming public.

In the previous debate this cost was arrived at by multiplying
the total consumption of cement.in the United States by the
amount of the duty imposed and stated as approximately $53.-
000,000. This is not an accurate basis, and the imposition of
this tariff will affect, and that only in a limited degree, a very
small proportion of the cement- consumed at the seaboard
markets.

Competitive conditions in the future, as in the past, will fix
the price of cement at the interior; in fact, at all other points.

I know of no industry that has been subject to more unjust
criticism than the Portland cement industry. On the other
hand, I know of no industry that has contributed more to make
living conditions more comfortable or to add more to the hy-
gienic conditions in this country than this same industry.

Through their promotional efforts, in cooperation with State,
county, and municipal authorities, they have developed the con-
crete highway, which makes all parts of the country accessible
at all times of the year and furnishes us with roads over which
we ride with the minimum of expense and the maximum of
comfort. They have developed highway and railroad bridges
of great strength and beauty. Other great structures and large
engineering projects stand as a monument to this industry.
Our airports are being developed with concrete. The small uses
of conerete around the home and on the farms have been ex-
tended in a very successful way, and I am told that experiments
are now being made with a conerete roadbed for railroads,
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Through this educational eampaign the use of cement has
been made possible and known to practically every man, woman,
and even to children.

The obvious answer to the charge that there is a monopoly
in the domestic cement industry is found in the fact that there
are in the United States 158 privately owned and operated
plants; that the ownership of these plants is divided among 94
independent companies; and that the largest single company
produces a little more than 10 per cent of the total output.

This whole question of monopoly was completely disposed of
in the Government's case against the cement companies, which
was finally decided in favor of the cement companies by the
Supreme Court. Extracts from this decision were cited on the
floor of the Senate by the senior Senator from New York when
this subject was previously discussed.

One of the facts cited by opponents of the cement industry to
prove monopoly is the uniformity of prices which prevail in any
given market for different brands of cement. This matter was
dtsptosed of in the decision of the court in the following state-
ment :

- - -

This record wholly fails to establish, either directly or by
inference, any concerted action other than that involved in the gather-
ing and dissemination of pertinent information with respect to the sale
and distribution of cement to which we have referred, and it fails to
show any effect on price and production except such as would naturally
flow from the dissemination of that information in the trade and its
natural Influence on individual action. (Supreme Court decision,
Cement case, 258 U. 8. 5S8.)

This seaboard industry is in dire need of some protection,
The mills in the State of Maine, those located in the great
Lehigh Valley section of Pennsylvania and New Jersey, the
Hudson Valley district and other points in New York State, the
States of Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia show very
little or no profits for the year 1929. Those located in Tennes-
see, Georgia, Florida, Louisiana, and the great cement manu-
facturing State of Alabama show an actual out-of-pocket money
loss, not counting on any return on invested capital. I am not
so familiar with the manufacturing conditions in the State of
Texas. 1 do know, however, that the industry in that State has
been seriously affected, as it is particularly susceptible to for-
eign competition, and unless some protection is given this prod-
uct we will soon find the industry in that State, as well as other
seaboard States, in worse condition.

On the western coast the mills located in the States of Cali-
fornia, Oregon, and Washington are facing a new danger. There
the foreigner has already established near Los Angeles a clinker-
grinding plant. He is importing the cement in the clinker form
and grinding it at the seaport. 'This is an advantageous method
for the importer to use. The cement clinker is not susceptible
to shipping damage, and in this form the process of manufac-
ture is more than 90 per cent completed, the actual grinding of
the clinker being a mechanical process requiring very little
labor. This plant is now bringing in clinker in additional quan-
tities, and will be very disastrous to the mills on the western
coast unless the American manufacturer is given at least a small
measure of duty.

In concluding, I want to put in the Recorp the economiec con-
tributions of the United States cement industry. They are as
follows :
Number of mills_
Capital wvalue ____
Production in 1927 (barrels) -
Wage earners
ok TR e LI S L S T T
Totul pay roll, including salarfes___________________"~
Materials purchascd
Wage earners supported in other industries____________ 024
Wages paid to other industries

Total wages, cement and other industries______________
Total wage earners supported S , 049

Therefore the total wage contribution to national pay rolls is
$123.631,418, paid to 83,949 workers, or an average of 71 cents
per barrel. This represents labor charges for manufacture and
delivery of cement to the consumer, and in contribution for
which the American cement industry is directly and solely
responsible.

The mill at Manheim, W. Va., was built about the year 1900
or 1901, The mill went infto receivership, passing through
bankruptey several times, until it was purchased by the Alpha
Portland Cement Co. in 1909. They remodeled and reconstructed
the mill and operated it successfully until the World War.
Due to the war, and since that time due to some other causes,
there has been a continual shrinkage in the output of that
plant. There is an investment of approximately ftwo and one-
half million dollars with a capacity of 1,000,000 barrels an-
nually. There are employed, when the mill is running at full

o 158
$643, 642. 300
- 173, 206G, 513
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capacity, about 250 men, and that iz the only industry contrib-
uting to the support of the towns of Manheim and Rowlesburg.

Another mill located near Martinsburg, W. Va., represents at
least as much investment and as much employment of labor as
the mill at Manheim, W. Va.

The manufacture of cement within the State of West Vir-
ginia is covered by these two plants, but the success of the
seaboard Portland-cement industry is of extreme importance to
the State of West Virginia. In the manufacture of cement
there is required a high-volatile gas coal for burning cement.
This coal is mined in abundance in the State of West Virginia,
and most of the coal consumed in the large cement manufactur-
ing sections of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, and New
York State comes from the State of West Virginia. The esti-
mate of shipments for such purposes would amount to at least
2,000,000 tons annually.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HATFIELD. 1 yield.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that the West Vir-
ginia mills are having trouble. Is that because of foreign com-
petition?

Mr. HATFIELD. Not because of foreign competition direetly,
possibly, but due to the lack of demand in the interior of that
section, which possibly could be relieved were it not for the
importations of cement from beyond the seas.

Mr. McMASTER. In other words, if the price is raised in
the Hast and foreign cement is excluded that will help the West
Virginia mills? .

Mr. HATFIELD. That is my judgment.

Mr. McMASTER. That is, they will get a bigger price for
cement ?

Mr. HATFIELD. Not so. I do not believe there is any com-
bination among the 159 cement producers of this country. I
think they are honest, fair Americans, and their income-tax
reports will show that they are entitled to some consideration.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, because of the fact that
some of our good friends in the press gallery have challenged
the motives of Senators, I thought I might say a word with
respect to my position on the vote to be taken on the cement
tariff.

When the question of cement was being considered before I
voted against the proposed duty of 8 cents per hundredweight.
Since that time the Senate, on March 4, repealed all the coun-
tervailing duties, which took off the 8-cent duty we had against
Canada, which greatly affects the mills in Michigan and all
along the border.

Another redson for voting for the pending amendment, of
course, is the faet that the rate now proposed is 25 per cent less
than the rate previously proposed. :

1 desired to make this explanation. I am not going to take up
the time of the Senate to make an argument, but I wanted to
give the reasons for voting for the amendment, notwithstanding
what the press boys may say about it.

I am sending to the desk a letter which I will ask to have
read. While this letter is not exactly related to the question
before us, it has a bearing, in view of the fact that so much
has been said about unemployment. I ask that the letter be
read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

DETROIT, MICH., March 5, 1930,
Attention SBenator CoUzENS.
To the UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. 0.

HONORABLE GENTLEMEN : An article appeared in the Detroit News of
yesterday saying * Couzexs urges cash for veterans,” and states further
that several Senators spoke in favor of such action. We, the veterans,
hope that action will be taken at once, for waiting even an extra day
seems a long time when one had nothing to eat for a week..

I say “we” because I believe that what I say is the very attitude in
the mind of every veteran whose family is in dire peed of food and
other necessities of life; and I am sure that if this letter was read in
the Benate it would let these men know just what we think of those who
would oppose the passage of this bill at this time,

If there is a cause which deserves Government attention at once,
this is the one, and anyone who thinks that the veterans are getting a
present when they are given this bonus should step into a uniform and
take his post in the front-line trenches and face the ordeal we had to
go through ; one hour of this will convince him that there is not enough
money In this world to pay a man to undertake such a task. The great
mass of the American people recognize the service which the veterans
have rendered to our country and are in favor of paying the bonus
now and give the veteran that which he is entitled to while he is still
alive to enjoy it and to kecp his family from want of food and other
comfort.
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It should be remembered that we are private citizens now and have
a right to vote. There is no censor on our mail now, and we can think
and read and act just like any other citizens. All of us read the press
and Jearn that hundreds of millions of dollars are being appropriated
to enforee prohibition; alr», money is being loaned to foreign countries,
This prohibition and the tarill seem to take all the time of the Congress
and Senate, and while these men are arguing over the question of
whether a citizen can drink beer or not the veterans are waiting and
hoping for action. Any sane person knows that the paying of the
bonus would not only relieve the suffering of the veterans but would
benefit the whole country during this depression.

The press is full of reports of Bolshevik propaganda in this country
and that the Russian Government is spending money to spread com-
munism in America. There may be some truth in this; but we of the
working class know that when depression comes and we want work to
support our families, and if any attempt is made by the workmen to
get together and ask for a chance to make a living, he is ealled a red,
I. W. W, and a communist. If communism " spreading in America
to-day, who is responsible for its cause? The manufacturers and
capital in general are more interested in record production and divi-
dends than they are in the welfare of the workingman, who, through
his labor and purchasing power, has created the fortunes of these large
corporations.

We of the veterans’ class do not believe in communism and would be
the first to take up arms against any such oprising. You of the Senate
and Congress should realize that you may need our service again some
time, and the best way to be sure of united support from us in case of
emergency would be to give us our bonus now, when we need it—and
we believe we are entitled to it—then when the need of our services
arise, whether it is to suppress communism or anything else which
endangers the liberty of the American people, we will be ready and
anxious to respond.

It should be borne in mind that while it is possible for the Govern-
ment to draft men into the Army in time of need, and that the Presi-

Adent and War Department can have their commands executed by mil-

lions of soldiers in the field of battle, it can not control the thought
in the mind of one single soldier or citizen. A war is won only through
teamwork on the part of the soldiers and eitizens, and likewise an
election is won by the unity of mind of the voters. When the people
of the United States find that the Republican Party does not function
to the best advantage of -the people they will elect a new party; the
ballot is the protection of the American voter.

We, the veterans, know that if the Congress and Senate of the United
States wanted to they could pass this bill at once, and the veterans
could be getting their bonus cashed within a week. If you gentlemen
want to know how many of us feel, just stop eating for a few days and
imagine that you can not obtain food unless this bill is passed. I am
sure that after a few days you will be ready to dig right in and avold
all present red tape and delay.

There is always some Senator or Congressman suggesting investiga-
tions ; if any investigation is taken it should be in the homes of some of
the veterans out of work; there you will find plently of human reason
to pass this bill. There is no need of any such waste of time. The
veterans need it and the Government can easily find ways and means
to pay it, as Senator Covzexs said, by issuing a 15-year bond, which
will soon be absorbed by men looking for tax-free investment, I am sure.

I am forwarding this message in care of our Michigan Senator, Mr.
Couzexns, and hope that he will read it to the Senate. This will give
you an idea of what we expect of you at this time. When we were
fighting in France, you expected us to win the war; we have done our
part well, and now is your chance to prove that we are remembered.

Thanking Senator Couvzexs for his kind service on our behalf, and
hoping that my humble effort will not be in vain, T am an ex-service man.

HeNeY L. MORIN,
20 Hendrie Avenue, Detroit, Mich.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, in view of the fact that
the letter presented by the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Couzens] will appear in the Recorp, I would also like to have
printed at this point in the Recorp an editorial from the Balti-
more Sun of Thursday, March 6, dealing with the problem of
unemployment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, is is so
ordered.

The editorial is as follows:

[From the Baltimore Bun, Thursday morning, March 6, 1930]
LOW-DOWN BUSINESS

In dealing with the present unemployment situation the Hoover ad-
ministration has a signal opportunity to demonstrate that its much-
touted scientific attitude in dealing with problems of government is not
political flim-flam with a fancy label. An appropriate first step would
be to issme a contrite apology for allowing the buncombe just put out
by Secretary Davis to be identified with the administration.

To begin with, Beeretary Davis does not know how many unemployed
there are. He thinks about 3,000,000, but he may be one or two mil-
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lion off, because there are no reliable figures. Therefore, he does not
have the first requirement to make a scientific appraisal of the problem—
a knowledge of what it is. Not having that information, his statement
that “ by its actlons and polleies, the administration has held unem-
ployment to less than half that of previous crashes™ ig pure balderdash.

The last time there was a serious economie reversal—in 1920-21—
the best estimates of a volume of unemployment, prepared by a commit-
tee of scientists called for that purpose, carrled a warning that there
might be a margin of error as much as 1,500,000. None the less, Mr.
Davis, comparing this unknown quantity with the present unknown
volume of unemployment, concludes that the Hoover administration has
done twice as well as is customary. Could there be a more complete
exposition of bunk than the manipulation of two unknowns into a
definite conclusion ?

Furthermore, if Secretary Davis knew about the volume of unemploy-
ment now, and following “ previous crashes,” which he does not, his
comparisons of administration accomplishments at two or more widely
divergent periods wouldgave very limited valldity. The economic con-
ditlons confronted at any two periods are never the same, and to glibly
compare accomplishments in overcoming unemployment in 1921, 1914,
1803, or any other period of business depression with those in 1929-30
is the shoddiest kind of procedure. Inecidentally, it should be noted that
such a statement, if it has any validity, would be the gravest com-
mentary on either the veracity or good judgment of Mr. Hoover and his
business stabilizers, who have consistently treated the present economie
setback as an external eruption on a very sound economic body. To
compare measures to eope with unemployment at this time with those
after past * crashes™ completely undercuts this treatment of the
sitoation.

Besides indulging in comparisons that are palpably invalid, Mr. Davis
displays such a complete lack of regard for scientific integrity as to
assign as the principal reason for the present volume of unemployment,
delay in enacting the tariff law. ‘“‘Above all,” he says, * the workers
of the country need the passage of the tariff law to remove uncertainty
and allow the workers to make In our own factories the hundreds of
millions of dollars’ worth of goods now coming in by imports.”
what goods does Mr. Davis have reference? The last that was heard
of the Import situation was from Senator Warsox, who, after attend-
ing n recent White House breakfast, said that he had gathered that
delay in enacting the tariff was holding up Imports, cutting down
customs revenues, and thus causing concern over the possibility of exces-
give Federal appropriations.

As a matter of fact, there has been no particular delay in dealing
with the tariff. Even Senator Fess, of Ohio, who is reputed to lie
awake nights thinking up panegyrics for the administration, sald as
much at about the same time Secretary Davls was proclaiming delay
as the major cause of unemployment. But even if the tariff were very
greatly delayed there is not a reputable ecomomist in the eountry who
wonld claim the delay is a primary cause of the present unemployment
sitnation. Secretary Davis tosses off such a generalization, however,
without the slightest bit of supporting evidence,

Because this is such a fragile and superficial notion it is surprising
that, merely as a matter of political buck passing, the administration
should let Secretary Davis advance it, It may be accepted guite gen-
erally as a promise that when the tariff is completed there will be jobs
all around. The tariff bill may be completed shortly. When it is the
administration will be out on a nice long limb. It may be rescued by
a general economic recovery over which it has little control, or it may
be left out there. At any rate, the chanees involved are such that, as
a politieal dodge, the linking of unemployment with tariff delay at this
time seems a dangerous and hence stupid performance.

Mr. HHoover has a pretty good idea of the major causes of unemploy-
ment at this time, or, if not, there are men all around him in Govern-
ment departments who can help him to an understanding. They know
that the present tariff situation is a mere incident in the working out
of a very complicated set of economie forces which is sometimes roughly
labeled as the business cyele. By using his office to convey some en-
lightenment on this subject, he could make a vital contribution to prog-
ress in at least understanding if not controlling this thing. When he
allows Secretary Davis to peddle such palpable hokum about unemploy-
ment, he not only trifles with the most serious problem the Nation has
but he is also untrue to anything approaching an ideal of scientifie
integrity in dealing with probl t. It 18 a low-down
business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. Keax] to the amendment made as in Commitiee of the
Whole,
~ Mr, NORRIS., Mr. President, it is not my intention to delay
the vote or to discuss at any length the pending gquestion, be-
cause it has been so fully discussed on a prlor occasion. How-
ever, I can not permit to pass without some comment the inci-
dent which occurred when the junior Senator from Michigan
[Mr, VanpEsBera] had the floor and was delivering an eloguent
address in favor of the duty on cement. He was asked a ques-
tion by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, Nye] during that
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eloquent plea. When the Senator from Michigan had told so
beantifully how the cement men had been shorn of the counter-
vailing duty, what a terrible thing it was that the Senate had
already taken it out of the bill, and that that was the reason
why a Senator should change his vote, and that that was one of
the great reasons why we should vote for the amendment, the
Senator from North Dakota asked him this question :

Mr. NYE. I would like to ask the Senator from Michigan if he opposed
the move to abandon the countervaillng duty on cement?
Mr. VANDENBERG. I certainly did.

Senators will remember that he delivered that answer with
such emphasis and such vehemence that he struck the desk
where he stood, and the resounding noise went to the farthermost
corners of the Chamber and into the corridors. I believe if we
would examine it, we would find that the Senator in the en-
thusiasm of his protest against the repeal of the countervailing
duty has probably damaged or at least cracked one of the desks
in this Chamber.

It is interesting to look over the Recorp and see how earnestly
the junior Senator from Michigan, representing the cement tariff
men, did protest against the repeal of the countervailing duty.
Senators who are interested will find that this action of the
Senate was taken on the 4th day of March. It will be found on
page 4690 of the Recorp, as follows:

Mr. 8Mo007. Mr, President, the amendment on page 252 has already
been agreed to,

Thdat was the amendment that put a countervailing duty on
cement. That was adopted on the 31st day of January. Sen-
ators will find that it was adopted without any debate and will
find it in the Recorp, as I said, on page 4690.

Mr. S3M00T. The amendment on page 252 has already been agreed to.
That related to the countervailing duty.

I ask unanimous consent that the vote whereby the amendment was
agreed to may be reconsidered.

The Presipixg OFricER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the vote by which the amendment referred to by the Senator from
Utah was agreed to is reconsidered.

Mr. 8ymo00T, I send to the desk an amendment to the amendment,

The PresipING OFrFicER. The Senator from Utah offers an amendment
to the amendment, which will be stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERE. In the amendment on page 2052, after line
21, putting cement on the free list, it is proposed to strike out the
proviso.

That is the countervailing duty contained in the proviso.

The PrEsiDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr, DiLn. Mr, President, I will ask to what the amendment refers?

Mr. SmooT, It refers to cement,

Mr. DiuL, Where is the provision with reference to coal?

Mr. 8amoor. That is already out, but if the Senator desires to reserve
a separate vote on it in the Senate, he had better do so now.

Mr. Dirn. I certainly do. I want to reserve that right. I also want
to reserve the right to have a geparate vote on the lumber jtem.

The PrEsipiNg OrFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Benator from Utah to the amendment on page 252,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The iment as ded was agreed to.

That is all there was to it. Have Senators noticed the vehe-
mence and eloguence and ability with which the junior Senator
from Michigan protested against the repeal of the countervail-
ing duty on cement?

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sure the Senator wants to be fair.

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have carried on correspondence for
at least three months with the State Department regarding
countervailing duties. I believe thoroughly in countervailing
duties. When the Finance Committee unanimously reported in
favor of striking them out it obviously was not the time to
present any effort to the contrary with any hope of success; but
an amendment has been prepared which I shall offer covering
the entire subject. I continue to stand, as I always have,
against striking out countervailing duties.

Mr. NORRIS. I have not any doubt of that.
doubt where the Senator stands,
at any time.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The mere fact that at that particular
moment I did not interject myself into the parliamentary situa-
tion is not conclusive.

I have not any
I would take his word for it
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Mr. NORRIS. That is true. At that' particular moment the
Senator did not inject himself; but it was the moment of all
moments, if he wanted to keep the countervailing duty on
cement, for him to inject himself. There was the opportunity
at that time, It makes no difference if for the balance of the
entire year he was crying aloud for a countervailing duty, when
the time came and action was to be taken the Recorp shows
what happened.

Mr. President, I do not believe, unless there is some excep-
tional reason, that we ought to have a countervailing duty on
anything, I am in full accord with the action taken by the
Scnate. The cement men here, who are now going to vote for
a tariff on ecement, never objecied. They are claiming that
action now as one of the reasons why we should put on this
tariff, It seems to me if they were really in earnest that the
same people who want a tariff on cement, and perhaps have a
majority of the votes corralled on the subject, could have pre-
vented the repeal of the countervailing duty. The amendment
was adopted, as the Recorp shows, unanimously and without a
single voice raised in opposition. It seems to me it comes rather
late now for the cement men to give that as one of the reasons
why any Senator should change his vote on this question.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the House text pro-
poses the imposition of a duty of 8 cents per hundred pounds
on cement. After an elaborate debate the Senate on January
31, as the result of a yea-and-nay vote, eliminated that provision
of the bill and put Portland cement on the free list by a vote
of 40 yeas to 35 nays. I ask that the record vote as taken at
that time may be incorporated in the Recorp at this point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The record vote referred to is as follows:

[Seventy-first Congress, second session, January 31, 1830]
CEMENT : ROMAN, PORTLAND, ETC.

Vote on Mr. McMasTER'S amendment, as modified, to strike out the
duty of 8 cents per 100 pounds on Roman, Portland, and other hydraunlie
cement, Mr. McMasTer’S amendment, as modified, was agreed to:

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated for the
information of the Senate.

The CHIEF CLERE. The SBenator from Bouth Dakota [Mr. McMasTEr]
offers the following amendment, as modified by the Senator from Ken-
tucky [Mr. BARgLEY]: On page 37, beginning in line 6, strike out the
following words :

“ Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement or cement clinkers, 8
cents per 100 pounds including the weight of the container; white,”

And insert in lieu thereof the word * White,” so as to make the
subsection read : -

“(b) White nonstaining Portland cement, 8 cents per 100 pounds,
including the welght of the container.”

The PrESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment as stated, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll

Mr. McKeLrar (when Mr, Brock’s name was called). The junior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Brock] is unavoidably absent. He is
paired with the junior Benator from Kansas [Mr. Aripex]. If the
junior Senator from Tennessee were present, he would vote * nay.”

Mr. SHEPPARD (when Mr. HAYDEN'S name was called). I desire to
announce that the BSenator from Arizona [Mr. HavpeEN], who is
necessarily absent on official business in connection with the conference
relating to the waters of the Colorado River, has a special pair on
this vote with the Benator from Delaware [Mr. Hastings]. If the
Senator from Arizona [Mr, Haypex] were present, he would vote
“yea,” and if the Senator from Delaware [Mr., HASTINGS] were pres-
ent he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. RoerssoN of Indiana (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Mississippl [Mr. STtEPHENS]. 1
transfer that palr to the junior Senator from Idahe [Mr. THoMAS]
and vote " nay."

Mr. S8imamoNs (when his name was called). 1 transfer my palr with
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr, McCuLrocH] to the semior Benator
from Nevada [Mr, Prrrmax] and vote * yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HaLe. My colleague the junior Senator from Maine [Mr.
GouLp] is paired on this matter. If present and allowed to vote, he
wounld vote * nay,” and the Senator from New Mexico [Mr., CuTTING]
with whom he is paired, I understand, would vote * yea.”

Mr, BorAH. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. THOMAS]
is detained from the Senate on account of illness. He is paired with
the Senator from Mississippl [Mr. STeErHENS] by transfer of the pair
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON].

Mr. Harrisox (after having voted in the afirmative). Has the senior
Benator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That Benator has not voted,
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from Oregon [Mr. McNAry]. Therefore I withhold my vote.
mitted to vote, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. BreEasg. I am paired with the Senator trom Delaware [Mr,
TowxnseExD]. I understand that if he were present he would vote “ nay.”
If permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. CarpEr. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. ALLEN]
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote * yea.” .

Mr. FEss. 1 desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REEp] with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Roeixsox] ; and

The Senator from Colorado [Mr, WATERMAN] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. King].

Mr. Grorce. Upon this vote I have a palr with the senlor Senator
from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS]. Therefore 1 withhold my wvote.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce the necessary absence of the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RopiNsoN] and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. REEp], who are delegates from the United States to the
Naval Arms Conference in London, England. I will let this announce-
ment stand for the day.

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 85, as follows:

Yeas, 40 : Messrs. Barkley, Black, Blaine, Borah, Bratton, Brookhart,
Capper, Caraway, Connally, Couzens, Fletcher, Frazier, (Glass, Glenn,
Harris, Hawes, Heflin, Howell, Kendrick, La Follette, McMaster, Nor-
beck, Norris, Nye, Overman, Pine, Schall, Sheppard, Shipstead, Sim-
mons, Smith, Steck, Swanson, Thomas of Oklahoma, Trammell, Tydings,
Wagner, Walsh of Massachusetts, Walsh of Montana, and Wheeler.

Nays, 35: Messrs. Ashurst, Baird, Bingham, Broussard, Copeland,
Dale, Deneen, Dill, Fess, Goff, Goldsborough, Greene, Grundy, Hale,
Hatfield, Hebert, Johnson, Jones, Kean, Keyes, McKellar, Metcalf,
Moses, Oddie, Patterson, Ransdell, Robinson of Indiana, Robsion of
Kentucky, Shortridge, Smoot, Steiwer, Sullivan, Vandenberg, Waleott,
and Watson.

Not voting, 21 : Messrs. Allen, Blease, Brock, Cutting, George, Gillett,
Gould, Harrison, Hastings, Hayden, King, MecCulloch, McNary, Phipps,
Pittman, Reed, Robinson of Arkansas, Stephens, Thomas of Idaho,
Townsend, and Waterman,

So Mr. McMasTER'S amendment as modified was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gquestion is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey
%r.l Kean] to the amendment made as in Committee of the

ole.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. BARKLEY obtained the floor.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BARELEY. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. The first vote comes on the amendment of the
Senator from New Jersey to change the rate from 8 cents to
6 cents. Probably no one will care for a roll call on that
question,

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I am opposed to both the
8-cent rate and the 6-cent rate. It does not make much differ-
ence to me which comes first because I am going to vote as
hard against one as I do against the other.

Mr. President, I think that more sophistry has been indulged
in here to-day over the tariff on cement than I have witnessed
on any one item since we have been discussing the tariff bill,
We have been told that men have been out of employment in
the cement industry and that undoubtedly is true. By analogy
I suppose my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. RossioN] found a
remedy for that, because while the Senator from New Jersey
was stating that production increased in the United States the
number of employees decreased, my colleague [Mr. RoBsioN]
announced that the same situation existed on the railroads,
for while they were hauling more freight than ever before, they
were doing it with fewer men by two or three hundred thousand.
1 suppose the remedy for that is to levy a tariff on box cars and
railroad engines and thereby put those 200,000 or 300,000 men
back into employment.

As I stated when the cement item was under consideration
previously, there is no industry in the United States that has
expanded by leaps and bounds as has the cement industry. It
has grown in production from 33,000,000 to 178,000,000 barrels
since 1919, and while the industry has expanded until there are
more cement plants in the United States now than ever before,
totalling about 178 in 1929, compared to 161 in 1927, the value of tha
cement produced has also grown by leaps and bounds, so that
in 1929 out of $393,000,000 as the total value of our production,
$120,000,000 of that was left for profits and overhead expenses,
which can not be equalled in any other Industry in the United
States unless it be the steel industry.

Mr. BORAH rose.

Mr, BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator from Idaho.

If per-
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Mr. BORAH. I was merely going to say that the profits of
the cement manufacturers have expanded with the expansion of
their business.

“Mr. BARELEY. Yes; and while we are talking about the
protection of the laboring man in the United States it might
also be well to state that the percentage of wages in proportion
to the value of the product has gone down 6 per cent in the last
10 years. It is true that the actual wages paid to the laboring
men in the cement industry have increased, but the proportion
of wages drawn by the laboring men to the total value of pro-
duction has decreased in 10 years G per cent; and yet we are
asked to take this action, which will raise the cost of construc-
tion in the United States to every man, woman, and child, and
to every highway commission and to every city administration;
and we are asked to do it in the interest of labor.

We imported in 1929 a little more than 2,000,000 barrels of
cement, while we manufactured 178,000,000 barrels of cement,
and practically all of the 2,000,000 barrels of cement which were
imported came into the seaboard ports. In the city of New
York alone there are consumed 12,000,000 or 13,000,000 barrels
of cement every year—six times as much as we import into
all the seaport towns in the United States—and yet we are
asked to penalize the people in the city of New York who want
to build houses and who use 13,000,000 barrels of cement a
year, while we are importing into the entire United States only
2,000,600 barrels of cement annually.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAxpENBERG] a while ago
claimed that the selling price of cement in Canada was $1.41
a barrel and that because of that cheaper selling price in
Canada, compared to what cement manufacturers say is the
production cost in the United States, Canadian manufacturers
could export cement to the United States. We have, however,
no reliable statistics as to the cost of producing cement in the
United States. The Tariff Commission has made no cost inves-
tigation. They wrote letters to all the manufacturers, and they
got replies from a hundred of them, but the only figures that
have been submitted here, and the only figures that are avail-
able, are the figures which are contained in the letters of those
cement manufacturers in their replies to the Tariff Commission.

The Tariff Commission states that they have made no effort
to check up the accuracy of those figures; that in the figures
submitted by the manufacturers of cement they have included
every possible and imaginary item of cost that their ingenious
bookkeeping devices may invent; but, even if those figures are
correct, and the manufacturers in Canada can make cement
and sell it to the Canadian people for $1.41 a barrel, they could
still pay 8 cents a hundred pounds, amounting to 3014 cents a
barrel, duty on it, bring it into the United States and sell it
cheaper than the people of the United States have to pay their
own domestic manufacturers for it; and yet, notwithstanding
the fact that they could do that, there is practically none im-
ported across the Canadian border, and we export into Canada
more cement than we import from Canada, even with the
countervailing duty operative and effective.

There ig one little company in Pennsylvania, one of the
smallest American manufacturers of cement, which has a eca-
pacity to manufacture and does manufacture more cement than
is imported into the United States in a year; yet we are asked
to increase the cost of construction for every householder in
the United States who wants to build a home or a cornerib or
to lay the foundation for a garage or a barn or an outhouse
of any kind.

We are asked to levy tribute upon the highways of the United
States, which very largely, under modern construction methods,
consist of cement. Two or three months ago I read in a Balti-
more newspaper that the State Highway Commission of the
State of Maryland had bought largely their supply of cement
for 1930 in order that they might get it before, possibly, a tariff
was placed upon it that might increase the cost of highway
construetion in Maryland to the taxpayers of that State.

In the State of Kentucky we have been for the last 10 years
trying to inaugurate a program of highway construction. Not
only did we levy a tax upon real estate and personal property
in our State in order to obtain money with which to build high-
ways but we have levied a 5-cent-per-gallon tax upon every
gallon of gasoline used in Kentucky for the purpose of raising
money with which to undertake road construction. Yet we
are asked to lay this burden of thirty or forty million dollars
upon the American people in order to place an embargo upon
cement, the total importations of which are only one-sixth of
the cement used in the great city of New York.

Mr. President, we have heard much about unemployment.
Where does the greatest unemployment exist? The American
Federation of Labor is a fairly accurate authority on that
subject, and about 10 days ago the American Federation of
Labor issued a statement in which it said that unemployment
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had inereased in Janudry above that in December, and that
the largest percentage of unemployment in the United States
existed among the building-trades unions of our country—the
bricklayers, the carpenters, the joiners, the plumbers, and others
who join labor organizations and who are engaged in the build-
ing of constructive enterprises in the United States. Yet, not-
withstanding the fact that the American Federation of Labor
makes the statement that the greatest proportion of unemploy-
ment in this country is among the bricklayers and carpenters
and others who are engaged in the construction of buildings,
we are asked to lay a burden here by putting a tax on cement,
then on brick, and then on lumber so as to put more thousands
of men out of work by increasing the cost of building a house
of any character in the United States, and we are asked to do
this in the name of labor.

There is another thing upon which I desire to comment while
I am on the floor. We have heard a good deal of talk around
here to the effect that certain Members of the Senate are going
to vote for high rates in individual schedules, and then hope to
square themselves with the people by voting against the bill as
a whole. Every such vote is a dishonest vote, I do not care
whether it is cast by a Demoerat or by a Republican. If I
were willing to betray the people of the United States by voting
for these high rates as they come up one at a time, I would at
least be sincere and vote for the whole bill after I had helped to
raise its rates to an unconscionable degree. The Members of
this body may think that they can hide their heads in the sand
by such a procedure, but the rest of their anatomies will be in
plain view,

A tariff on cement! For what purpose? In order to make it
more possible and more certain that the American Cement
Trust—for that is what it is—may make greater profits. They
lowered the price on the 1st of last August when imports for
1029 were declining, and then, on the 1st of November, they
raised prices again by the same amount by which they had
lowered them on the 1st of August. That was not done by one
company ; it was done by all of them, working in harmony and
in unison.

I do not know that it is worth while to waste time undertak-
ing to reason with the Senate, because if a deal has been made
it will go through; and if it be true, as has been charged here,
that this bill was born in corruption in another body of this
Congress, it seems now it is about to go back there tarnished
;\'ith the same evil with which it was disfigured when it came

ere.

I come from a State which produces oil; the State of Ken-
tucky is the ninth oil-preducing State in the United States. I
have been urged by some of the oil producers of my State to vote
for a tariff on oil, and I tried to consider that question on its
merits, for I appreciate fully the oil sifuation, and my inability
to vote for this tariff no doubt disappoinied some of my friends,
and it might one way or another affect my ability to return to
this Senate; but before I will join any unholy cabal, the result of
which is to betray the American people, I would prefer to see
every oil well in Kentucky closed and remain closed. I am glad
to say that nobody in Kentucky has either asked or suggested
that I do otherwise than consider this proposal on its merits.
My vote in the Senate is not for sale on oil or anything else;
and I do not propose to sell out the people of my State on sugar,
lumber, cement, brick, or anything else in order to carry home a
little pittance of “bacon” to dangle before the eyes of some
avaricious man who desires me to use the power conferred upon
me as one of the 96 Senators to enable him to warp and twist
th~ agencies of the Government for the injury of the American
people. I am proud to say that the people of Kentucky do not
expect me to pursue so dishonorable a course, and if they did I
would resign before I would do it. Those who have asked me to
support tariff rates in which they were interested have asked
only that consideration be given to them as the facts might jus-
tify, and no other course is compatible with a sense of publie
honor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair).
The Senator from Kentucky has exhausted his time. The ques-
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
KeAx] to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am much distressed over
the agony of mind of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY].
He certainly is suffering terribly this morning! Before I say
anything about cement, I desire to call his attention to the
fact that I did not vote for the tariff upon sugar. I did not
vote for the tariff upon oil. I did not vote for the tariff upon
lumber, So, as far as the * unholy alliance” to which he refers
is concerned, I am not a party to it.

My friend has dealt in glittering generalities, He has told
the Senate about the dreadful things that will happen to the
home builders of the United States and to the road builders of
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Kentucky and elsewhere if the tariff upon cement is raised.
There never will be a barrel of foreign cement taken into Ken-
tucky; and what we do here about cement is of no importance
whatever to the interior of the United States, It has to do
almost exclusively with the Atlantic seaboard,

My State is fourth in the production of Portland cement.
We have eleven enormous factories in my State. I do not
care the snap of my finger for the corporations engaged in manu-
facturing the cement. I do not care whether they pay divi-
dends or do not pay dividends; but I do care whether the men
living in the Hudson River Valley, my neighbors, have work or
do not have work.

Against these glittering statements made by my friend from
Kentucky, I want to show the record. What is the situation
as regards employment or unemployment in the eement in-
dustry ?

I hold in my hand a table of two columns. One column rep-
resents the employment in Maine, New York, Eastern Pennsyl-
vania, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, Tennessee, Alabama,
and Georgia. The other column represents Ohio and the States
in the West.

If anybody believes that there is not unemployment in the
cement industry of the East, let him read these figures. Take
the year 1929: Assuming 100 per cent as the normal average
employment, in the eastern factories 67 per cent of the em-
ployees were at work, The employment represented 67 per cent
of normal employment. At the same fime in the West 86 per
cent were engaged. So I compare February, with 70 per cent in
the Hast and 82 per cent in the West; March, with 71 per cent
in the East and 84 per cent in the West; and so on down to
September, 70 per cent in the East and 97 per cent in the West.

Why is it that employment is normal, at the peak, in the
western factories and 30 per cent below normal in the East?
The reason is perfectly clear: It is because of the importations
of foreign cement.

This in an issue between patriotic Americans and the wel-
fare of the factories of Brussels and the other factories of
Belginum and the factories of France—not so much of Germany
in thesze later days. We have unemployment in the factories
of my State and throughout the East because of the importa-
tions of cement from Europe, .

I desire to speak about the effect of the tariff on such impor-
tations.

We had an S-cent duty on cement from 1890, I think, down
to 1913. Then cement was placed on the free list, and it has
been there ever since. The moment it was placed upon the free
list the war came on, and nothing was doing in international
industrial exchange. As soon as the war was over, with
cement upon the free list, where during the decade from 1907
to 1917 we had an average importation of about three or four
hundred thousand barrels, in 1923 the importations jumped
to 1,678,000 barrels, the next year to 2,000,000 barrels, the next
yvear fto three and one-half million barrels, and it has continued
at a very high rate since that time.

Where has this cement gone? It has gone into the cities and
into the building construction in the cities of the Atlantie
seaboard.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Sepator from Maryland?

Mr. COPELAND. I do.

Mr, TYDINGS. I am as sure as one can be of a matter of
guesswork that the cement which is imported competes only
with the cement industry on the Atlantic seaboard and the
Pacific coast.

Mr. COPELAND. Absolutely.

Mr. TYDINGS. But I was wondering whether or not the
Senator, in his argument, had any figures which would show
the ultimate destination of this cement which is imported,
because I believe that those figures would show that 95 per
cent of it remained on the Eastern seaboard.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is entirely correct. Cement,
like brick, is so heavy a product that it never will be carried
more than 200 miles from the source of origin. It is brought
in by tramp steamer, practically as ballast, at almost no cost
for freight, and landed in our seaport towns. Consequently,
the cement factories in my section of the country are running
30 per cent under par, Frankly, I can not see why the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. BargrLey] and my genial friend from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] and my friend from North Dakota
[Mr, NyE] should be so agitated about a problem that does not
concern them to the extent of 30 cents a year. It is a matter
of no importance outside of the seaboard itself.

I was surprised to hear the statement made by the- Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. Nye]. He gaid somebody had told
him that we should not place a tariff upon cement because it
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unload ships in New York.

The same argument could be used in favor of putting every-
thing upon the free list, in order that everything we might buy
in Europe could be brought in here and handled by the long-
shoremen in New York. I know these longshoremen too well to
believe that if they thoroughly understood the significance of
this statement, they would urge it as an argument in this con-
nection.. They are human beings. They have to work with
their hands. They know what deprivation means. They know
what human suffering is when there is unemployment ; the long-
shoremen do not want their brethren engaged in another indus-
try to be without work. I am sure that they did not under-
stand the significance of the statement they were making when
they sent this word to the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. NYE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from North
Dakota?

Mr. COPELAND. I do.

Mr. NYE. I hope the Senator is not putting words into my
mouth in connection with what I said with relation to the tele-
gram sent by the longshoremen's union this morning. What
I said was that from a labor standpoint it was a question of
whether we would perform the greater service for labor in the
case of cement by leaving off a duty or putting it on. The argu-
ment had been made, and I was attempting to meet that argu-
ment, that the absence of a duty would lay off a great many men
from work in the cement industry.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York further yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. COPELAND. I do.

Mr. TYDINGS. Has the Senator before him the figures as
to the proportion of cement which is imported to the cement
which is produced in America?

Mr. COPELAND. Last year we imported 1,700,000 barrels,
and produced 170,000,000 barrels. s

Mr. TYDINGS. And has the Senator the approximate fig-
ures of the amount of cement produced in the Atlantic seaboard
States?

Mr., COPELAND.
this moment.

Mr. TYDINGS. It would be safe to assume, I imagine, that
perhaps 20 or 25 per cent of the cement produced in America
came from the Atlantic seaboard States,

Mr. COPELAND. I should think so.

Mr. TYDINGS. So what would really happen is that in
order to give to the longshoreman the handling of 1 per cent
of the cement, 20 per cent of the cement would probably be put
out of business, because it would not be able to compete with the
European importation. It seemed to me, carrying the transpor-
tation argument a little further, that those employed on the
railroads of the country and the people who handle the cement
produced in America would about offset the longshoremen who
handle the cement coming in on the steamships; but, neverthe-
less, aside from the mere handling of the cement, where one
class of workmen offsets the other, the production of cement
on the Atlantic seaboard would be seriously curtailed and men
would be thrown out of work.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is right.

Mr. President, how much time have I left?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has two minutes
left.

Mr. COPELAND. I wish to call attention to a further fact.
The cement that comes in from abroad comes in hemp bags,
burlap bags. That which is shipped in our country is carried
in cotton bags. Last year the cement industry bought 60,000,000
cotton bags, at a cost in excess of $6,000,000. I speak of that
merely as an incidental, to show that whatever proportion of
cement is developed in our eastern country, if it is replaced
by foreign eement, that much sale of cotton bags is lost.

Mr., President, I have only one interest in this matter and
that is the human interest. I know from observation what
poverty is. I live in a section of the country where we have a
great deal of it, and I know the suffering of these people. When
we decline to give protection npon this product we are helping
to make permanent the unemployment of 30 per cent of the
men who are properly engaged in the industry. Because of that
fact 1 beg the Senate to think of the human side of this matter.

As I said, I am not interested in the corporations. T do not
care what their revenue is or what their profits may be; but I
am interested in having the 11 great factories, employing thou-
sands of men in my State as well as in the other States of the
Union, continued in employment, as they ean be if this tariff
is provided.

I do not happen to have those figures at
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean].

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. McEELLAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is
suggested. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Frazier Keyes Shortridge
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons
Baird Glass MeCulloch Smith
Barkiey Glenn McKellar Smoot
Bingham Goft McMaster Steck

Black Goldsborough McNar; Steiwer
Blaine ould Meteal Stephens
Blease Greene Moses Swaunson
Borah Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Brock Harris Nge Trammell
Broussard Harrison Oddie Tydings
Capper Hastings Overman Vandenberg
Carawny Hatfield Patterson Wagner
Connally Hawes Phipps Walcott
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Hebert Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Waterman
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind Watson

Dil Johnson Robsion, Ky Wheeler
Fess Jones Schall

Fletcher Kean Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. REighty-six Senators have an-
swered to thelr names. A gquorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator
from New Jersey.

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, before this
vote is taken, I would like to ask the Senator from Kentucky
a question. In the event of this duty becoming effective, what
is the amount estimated to be the increase in the cost of a
barrel of cement?

Mr. BARKLEY.
a barrel.

& Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is it not probable that the
net cost to the consumer would be double that?

Mr. BARKLEY. It is estimated that, adopting the general
rule of percentages, based upon the cost of cement, including the
tariff, the increased cost would run anywhere from 60 cents to
75 cents a barrel.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So that we are dealing with
a question of levying a duty which will mean an increased cost
to the American consumer of between 60 and 75 cents a barrel
upon cement?

Mr. BARKLEY. Absolutely.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am ready for the vote.

Mr. BARKLEY. A parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inguiry.

Mr. BARKLEY. There are two propositions. The basie
proposition is whether we shall concur in the action taken as
in Committee of the Whole in striking out the tariff on cement.
The Senator from New Jersey has offered an amendment, the
effect of which is to reinsert this language, substituting 6 cents
instead of 8 cents. Which vote comes first?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from New Jersey.

AMr. BARKLEY. In the event that the amendment should be
adopted, what then would be the status?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question would have to be
submitted to the Senate as to whether they would ratify the
action.

Mr. BARKLEY. There would have to be two votes on it, in
any case?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent,
in that event, that the first vote may come on whether the
Senate shall concur in the action taken as in Committee of the
‘Whole,

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no, Mr. President; why not let it come
on the amendment? I object,

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inguiry.

Mr., FES8S. There will be some confusion in the vote on the
amendment as amended in case that is amended. If the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Jersey is carried, that will result
in bringing before the Senate the action of the Senate as in
Committee of the Whole as modified by the amendment. Then,
when the vote comes on the amendment as amended, an affirma-
tive vote would be to retain cement on the free list, while a
negative vote would be to put it on the dutiable list.

If the tariff is effective, it will be 31 cents

That is the tax alone?
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is right,

Mr. BARKLEY. In the event the amendment of the Senator
from New Jersey is defeated, then there would come a vote on
the original action as in Committee of the Whole to strike the
language out.

The VICE PRESIDENT. To concur in the amendment made
as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, T do not believe, from what I
gather, that Senators would care for a yea and nay vote on the
motion of the Senator from New Jersey, and I ask unanimous
consent that if an order has been made for the yeas and nays
on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, it be
canceled.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have not yet
been ordered. There has been a demand for the yeas and nays,
and, of course, the Chair will have to put the question as to
whether the demand for the yeas and nays is sufficiently. see-
onded. Is the demand seconded ?

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the amendment be stated, so that all will
understand it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, to strike out “8
cents " and to insert in lieu thereof “ 6 cents.”

The Chief Clerk proceeded to eall the roll, and Mr. ALLEN
responded in the affirmative.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. HARRISON. As I understood it, the action as in Com-
mittee of the Whole was to put cement on the free list. That
is true, is it not?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is.

Mr. HARRISON. Now, the Senator from New Jersey offers
a motion to make the rate 6 cents. Then those who are against
making the rate 6 cents will vote “nay.”” Those who want to
vote to keep cement on the free list and maintain the action
taken as in Committee of the Whole will vote “nay" on this
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. An affirmative vote
would be to make the rate 6 cents and a negative vote would
be to put cement on the free list, in accordance with the vote
taken as in Committee of the Whole. Then, after the vote is
had on that amendment, the question will be as to whether or
not the Senate will concur in the amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Mr. NORRIS. That is what I understood. Now we are vot-
ing between 8 cents and 6 cents?

The YICE PRESIDENT. That is the vote.

Mr. NORRIS. That is the only thing involved in this vote.

Several Senators addressed the Chair.

i'l‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia is recog-
nized.

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand it, this question does not
come on the text of the bill. It comes up on an amendment made
as in Committee of the Whole, which was to put cement on the
free list. Is that true?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey is
exercising his right to perfect the provision as it came over from
the House of Representatives,

Mr., SWANSON. I was going a stage farther. To the
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole putting cement
on the free list, the Senator from New Jersey offers an amend-
ment providing for a duty of 6 cents, as a substitute for the
other amendment. The vote is to be taken on that, then the
question will be whether the amendment as amended shall be
concurred in.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is mistaken about that.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to ascertain whether
my view is correct, so that I may understand how to vote.

The amendment made, as in Committee of the Whole, was to
strike out a certain provision of the bill. The matter now
comes before the Senate as to whether we shall concur in the
action taken as in Committee of the Whole. The part stricken
out, before we vote on the motion to concur, is itself subject fo
amendment, If a Senator moves to strike out a paragraph
before a vote is taken on that, any Senator has a right to amend
the paragraph sought to be stricken out, and we vote on that
amendment first. That is what we are about to do now.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct.

Mr. NORRIS. The only question is whether we are going to
make the tax 6 cents instead of 8 cents, and no matter which
way we decide that question, there will follow then the vote as
to whether we will put cement on the free list or leave it at the
rate fixed.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BRATTON. The question that is to be voted on is
whether the rate shall be B cents, as fixed in the House text, or
6 cents, as proposed in the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the first vote.

Mr. BRATTON. An affirmative vote means 6 cents a pound
and a negative vote means 8 cents.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Chair then inform the Senate why
it was that as in Committee of the Whole, when we reached the
sugar schedule, we adopted an amendment to make the rate
1.76 a pound on Cuban sugar as against the 2.20 cents, as was
recommended by the committee, and an amendment was offered
to the action as in Committee of the Whole, namely, to increase
the rate from 1.76 cents to 2 cents as to Cuban sugar?

It seems to me that since, as in Committee of the Whole, we
strock out the duty on cement recommended by the Committee
on Finance and as incorporated in the bill, and put cement on
the free list, the question now ought to come on whether or not
we are for free cement or for the 6-cent duty, because the
Senator from New Jersey is not offering an amendment as to
8 cents a hundred but he is offering an amendment as between
6 cents a hundred and the free list,

Mr, JOHNSON. Mr. President, I submit that the Senator
from Mississippi is entirely correct. The vote that comes now
is between the action taken as in Committee of the Whole and
the amendment that is presented by the Senator from New
Jersey. No longer before the Senate is the proposition found in
the original bill in paragraph 205, because the Senate, as in
Committee of the Whole, struck it out, and cement, under the
action taken as in Committee of the Whole, is now upon the
free list. The Senator from New Jersey, in order to remedy
that, in his opinion, presents an amendment making the rate
6 cents. So the vote comes upon the amendment of the Senator
from New Jersey as between what has been done as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and that amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will hold the other way.
The Chair holds that the first vote is upon the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from New Jersey changing the rate from
8 cents to 6 cents.
G Mr. HARRISON. On that I appeal from the ruling of the

hair.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Then, the question will come as to
whether or not the Senate will concur in the amendment,
whichever way it is, whether it is as made as in Committee of
the Whole, or according to the motion of the Senator from
New Jersey.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, until I went to the desk and
locked into the matter, and saw what was pending, I had the
idea that the Chair was wrong. But the issue is this, Shall we
substitute the amendment of the Senate made as in Committee
of the Whole, which was to put cement on the free list, for the
text in the bill as it came from the House, under which the
rate was 8 cents? Before we vote on that question the text
may be perfected, and the Senator from New Jersey offers to
perfect the text before we vote as to whether we will concur in
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. Conse-
quently we always perfect the text before we take a vote to
strike it out. I thought the Vice President was wrong until I
saw that the motion is as he stated it, that what was agreed to
in Committee of the Whole, to strike out the text, be concurred
in. We treat the matter in Committee of the Whole precisely
as we do in the Senate and consequently the guestion comes
here like it did in Committee of the Whole. If that question
had been pending in Committee of the Whole we would have
had to perfect the text before the motion to strike out the pro-
vision eould be considered.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr.
out

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state the point of
order.

Mr. BLACK.
called.

Mr. McKELLAR. And one vote was cast. I think the junior
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Artex] cast his vote, and I make
the point of order that the roll call can not be interfered with.

Mr, BLACEK. I make the point of order that all this discus-
sion is ouf of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is all out of order, and the clerk
will proceed to call the roll

President, if, instead of striking

I understood the Chair to order the roll to be

Mr, HARRISON. Certainly we are entitled to know on what
we are voting.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair states again that the
vote is on the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey to
strike out “8 cents" and insert “6 cents.” If that motion is
agreed to, then the question is on concurring in the amendment
made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out the language
as amended.

Mr. HARRISON. Is it too late to make a point of order?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is too late. The yeas and nays
have been ordered, and one Senator has answered to his name.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to withdraw my vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can not do that. The
clerk will proceed to call the roll.

The Chief Clerk resumed the call of the roll.

Mr. GOULD (when his name was called)., On this vote I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr,
King]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. SurLivax] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Illincis [Mr. DeENEEN],
and therefore withhold my vote. If I were permitted to vote, I
would vote “ yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Giuierr].
I am not able to obtain a transfer, and therefore withhold my
vote.

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have
a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART].
I therefore withhold my vote.

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. FESS. I wish to announce that the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Reep] has a general pair with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Rosixsox].

The result was announced—yeas 78, nays 2, as follows :

YEAS—T8
Allen Frazier Kean Shortridge
Ashurst George Keyes Smith
Baird Glass La Follette Smoot
Barkley Glenn MeCulloch teck
Bingham Goff MecKellar Steiwer
Black Goldsborough McMaster itephens
Blaine Gould McNar:; wianson
Borah Greene Metca Thomas, Okla.
Dratton Grundy Moses Trammell
Brock Hale Norris Tydings
Broussard Harris Nye Vandenberg
Capper Hastings Oddie Wagner
Connally Hatfield Patterson Walcott
Copeland Hawes Phipps Walish, Mass,
Couzens Hayden Pine Walsh, Mont.,
Cutting Hebert Ransdell Waterman
Dale Heflin Robinson, Ind. Watson
Dill Howell sion, Wheeler
Fess Johnson Schall
Fletcher Jones Sheppard
NAYS—2
Blease Norbeck
NOT VOTING—16
Brookhart Harrison Pittman Simmons
Caraway Kendrick Reed Sullivan
Deneen King Robinson, Ark., Thomas, Idaho
Gillett Overman Shipsteal:f Townsend

So Mr. Kean's amendment to the amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whole was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on con-
curring in the amendment made in Committee of the Whole, as
amended, which is to strike out the words “(b) Roman, Port-
land, and other hydraulic cement or cement clinker, 6 cents per
100 pounds, including the weight of the container, white,” and
insert the word “ White.” The effect of a “yea™ vote is to
keep cement on the free list. The effect of a “nay” vote is to
put it back on the dutiable list at 6 cents per 100 pounds.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. GOULD (when his name was called). 1 have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. I trans-
fer that pair to the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Surii-
vAaN] and vote “nay.”

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.
DexeeN], I withhold my vote. Were I permitted to vote I
would vote * yea."”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Again I an-
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Giierr] and my inability to secure a transfer. I there-
fore withhold my vote. Were I at liberty to vote I would vote
" yea'"
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Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was ealled). On
this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr.
BroogHArr]. If he were present, he would vote “yea,” If I
were at liberty to vote, I would vote “ nay.’

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. FESS., I desire to announce that the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Reep] has a general pair with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoxN].

Mr. SHEPPARD. On this vote the Senator from Nevada
[Mr, Prrrman] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
SuarpsTEAD]. If present and voting, the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Prrruan] would vote * nay,” and the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr, SaipsTEap] would vote “ yea.” ;

Mr, NYE (after having voted in the affirmative). Mr. Presi-
dent, for the purpose of later moving a reconsideration, I change
my vote from “yea” to “nay.”

Mr. HASTINGS. The junior Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Towxsenp] has a pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. Kesprick]. If present and permitted to vote, the junior
Senator from Delaware would vote “nay,” and the senior Sena-
tor from Wyoming would vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 45, as follows:

YEAS—37
Allen Cutting Heflin Btephens
Barkley Fletcher Howell . Swanson
Black Frazler La Follette Thomas, Okla.
Blaine George MeMaster Trammell
Blease (Gilass Norbeck Walsh, Mass.
Borah Glenn Norris Walsh, Mont.
Bratton Harris Schall Wheeler
Capper Harrison Sheppard
Caraway Hawes Bmith
Connally Hayden Steck
NAYS—45

Ashurst Gould McEKellar Shortridge
Baird Greene McNar, Smoot
Bingham Grundy Meteal Steiwer
Brock Hale Moses Tydings
Broussard Hastings Nye Vandenberg
Copeland Hatﬂels Oddie Wagner
Couzens Hebert Patterson Walcott
Dale Johnson Phipps Waterman
Dill Jones Plne Watson
Fess Kean Ransdell
Goff Keyes Robinson, Ind.
Goldsborough MecCulloch Robsion, Ky,

NOT VOTING—14
Brookhart King Robinson, Ark. Thomas, Ijlaho
Deneen Overman Shipstead Townsend
Gillett Pittman Simmons
Kendrick Reed Sullivan

So the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was
nonconcurred in.

Mr. NYBE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. NYH. Speaking specifically upon the question of the
duty on sugar, having recorded a vote in the affirmative on
day before yesterday, I should like to inquire when I must
move for a reconsideration of the vote if I so desire?

The VICE PRESIDENT. To-day is the last day on which
the Senator may make that motion.

Mr. NYE. Then, Mr, President, I am forced at this time
to remark that none are so blind as those who will not see.
I listened with great attentiveness to the debate that was
occasioned here during the controversy regarding the duty on
sugar, and 1 heard accusations made that a trade had been
entered into whereby sugar and other items were to be placed
on the dutiable list, all with higher rates. I thought at the time
of that controversy I saw some evidence of such an agreement,
such an understanding, as some men were charging, and yet I
felt that the case of sugar was one of such a thoroughly meri-
torious nature that when confronted with the task of having
to determine my own vote I voted for a higher duty on sugar.
I was consistent in that vote. Upon the previous test on
sugar I had voted for the proposed increased duty on sugar.
So I was not reversing myself in any manner by reason of that
second vote.

However, since that time I have come more clearly to ap-
preciate and more clearly to see the possibilities that lie in the
go-called sugar vote. Perhaps I am too late; if I shall move
reconsideration at this time, to remedy the damage that has
been done, perhaps my moving for a reconsideration of the
vote on sugar, and winning a new vofe upon that, would not
greatly alter the result that was then reached.

However that may be, Mr. President, I see only one way
open to me by which to make my record clear here. Though it
might not ever be shown and proven that a trade had
been entered into, if it were proven I hardly see how I eounld
escape altogether being made a part of that trade, and I care
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not how indirectly a part I may innocently appear to have
been in any such an understanding, in such a deal, T am not
going to be in any sense a part to it. I, therefore, move, Mr.
President, to reconsider the vote of day before yesterday
whereby an increased duty was voted on sugar.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr, President, will the Senator from North
Dakota yield to me a moment?

Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. McMASTER. I wish to say to the Senator from North
Dakota that it has been stated on the floor of the Senate—
though the statement made is subjeet-to controversy—that if
a duty is placed upon cement eventually it may increase the
cost to the consumers of this country by approximately $53,-

000,000.

It has further been stated by others that if a duty should be
placed upon lumber the cost would be approximately $50,000,000. -

It has been further stated upon the floor of the Senate that
if we shall increase the duties on plate glass the cost to the
consumer will be about from ten to fifteen million dollars
additional.

In addition to that, it has been stated upon the floor of the
Senate that if we place a dollar a barrel duty upon oil it will
increase the cost to the consumer in the sum of $902,000,000.

If subsequent experience should bear out those statements,
we have four items in this bill which will alone cost the con-
sumers of this country more than $1,000,000,000. Whether any
trade has been made or not, I assume that that fact will sug-
gest to the Senator that here we have four “ guardsmen " each
standing for all and all standing for each.

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair ask the Senator
from North Dakota whether he merely enters his motion or
desires a vote on it at this time?

Mr. NYE. A parliamentary inguiry. If I enter the motion
at this time, how late can it or when must it be taken up?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It may be taken up at any time be-
fore the bill shall have been completed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.
I did not hear the statement of the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In answer to an inguiry of the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Nye], the Chair stated that
if his motion was merely entered now, it could be called up at
any time before a final vote should be taken upon the bill.

Mr. DILL. And it may be called up by any Senator?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Any Senator may call the motion
up. Does the Senator from North Dakota desire to submit the
motion now?

Mr. NYE.
time,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will be entered.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the action just taken by the
Senate will require action removing Portland cement from the
free list on page 2562, paragraph 1643, line 21. I ask that that
action be taken now, in order to complete the subject matter
of Portland cement.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
of the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, suppose that shall be done; has
notice been served that another vote on the cement item will
be asked for? .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota
served notice that a reconsideration would be asked for, but no
motion was made and no motion was entered. The Senator
merely announced that he changed his vote for the purpose of
moving a reconsideration.

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator from North Dakota if
he proposes to ask for reconsideration of the vote by which
cement was put on the dutiable list?

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I do anticipate doing that, but not
before we have had a reconsideration of the vote whereby a
duty was placed on sugar.

Mr, SMITH, As it is a mere formal matter, will not the
Senator from Utah allow the item fto remain as it is until such
time as final action on the bill is about to be taken?

Mr. SMOOT. I was just going to make that request if there
is going to be another vote asked on the item. I thought I
would simply clean up the item as we went along.

Mr. SMITH. 1 suggest that it go over, and 1 object,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Secretary
will report the next reserved amendment.

The Lesisrative CLErE. The next reserved amendment is in
paragraph 206, page 37, line 25, pumice stone.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on page 37, line 25, dealing with
the rate on unmanufactured pumice stone, in lien of * one-
twentieth " inserted by the amendment of the Senate Committee

I submit it now, but I do not offer it at this

Is there objection to the regquest
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on Finance, I move to insert * one-tenth,” and on page 38, lines,

¥
1 and 2, also dealing with the rate on unmanufactured pumice:

stone, in lien of * one-eighth ™ inserted by the amendment of the.
Senate Finance Committee, I move to insert “ one-fourth.”

The amendments, Mr. President, would restore the rates on
unmanufactured pumice that are now in force and which were
approved by the House. The Finance Committee raised the
rate on partly manufactured pumice from fifty-five one-hun-
dredths of 1 cent per pound to three-fourths of a cent, and, at
the same time, cut in half the rate on the unmanufactured
product. If the manufactured pumice is to be given further
protection, there does not seem to be any good reason for
withdrawing protection from natural pumice which competes
with the natural volcanic ash found in Kansas, Nebraska, and
other States. In support of the request that this rate be
restored I wish to read a letter from the outstanding producer
of unprocessed pumice. He says:

As producers and shippers of volcanie ash or pumice, we are consld-
erably concerned over the proposal to reduce the duty on pumice stone
from $2.24 per ton to §1 per ton.

Pumice stone, when ground, is nothing more nor less than voleanic
ash. Kansas hag led the United States in the production of volcanic
ash sinee 1916, this production running fully 50,000 tons per year, of
which the writer furnishes about 20 per cent.

Owing to competition, we do not get very much for our material.
We are able to get into Chicago-Milwaukee district and Cincinnati, but
make very little headway on the Atlantic coast.

The freight rate to the Atlantic coast is around $12 per ton. Under
your proposed reduction in tariff, it would be no trouble at all for Italy
to control our market. That is to say, under your proposed schedule
you are shaping up the proposition so that the manufacturer on the
Atlantie coast could import Italian pumice or volcanic ash in ecrude
form, refine it on the shores, and control the situation.

At the present time ocean freight rates, of course, are very low; but
under normal shipping conditions they are still lower than our railroad
freight rate.

Congress seems to have the idea that pumice stone is of no concern to
the people of this country; but quite the opposite is the case. By mo
means all the demand for ash and pumice stone for abrasive and miscel-
laneous uses is met with domestic production. One hundred and thirty
thousand dollars’ worth of pumice stone was imported from Siecily in
1926. Much of it is ground and is no different from the Kansas ash;
but the high freight rate between Kansas and the Atlantic coast is
making competition with the Sicilian product difficult on the eastern
seaboard.

With a sufficiently high tariff it would be possible for the domestic
ash and pumice of California to displace the foreign product without
adding to the consumer’s cost.

This, Mr. President, is the testimony of Mr. Davidson, of the
Davidson Pumice Co.

I believe that this cut was made without very much considera-
tion. It was not debated; and I am convinced it is only justice
to those who are engaged in this relatively small industry to
give them the restoration of this protection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair state to the Senator
from Kansas that his amendment simply restores the House
rate. Therefore, the vote really should be on concurring in
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, A negative
vote would suostain the position taken by the Senator from
Kansas, :

The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole.

The amendment was nenconcurred in.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the next re-
served amendment.

The LecistATive Orerg. On page 388, lines 1 and 2, strike
out “one-fourth ” and insert * one-eighth.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The same question is prezented.
The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole.

The amendment was nonconcurred in.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the next re-
gerved amendment.

The LecrsLATIVE CLERK. Paragraph 207, silica, page 38, line 16.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which
1 send to the desk to the amendment made as in Committee of
the Whole.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment fo the amendment
will be stated.

The CHIEr CLERK. On page 38, line 19, after the word “ ton,”
ﬁi ztl:!ter the amendment already agreed to, it is proposed to

rt:
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Sand, containing 95 per cent or more of silica, and suitable for use
in the manufacture of glass, and crude gilica: All the foregoing, not
specially provided for, $3.50 per ton.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada to the amend-
ment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am going to take only a
very few minutes to discuss this matter. I have some informa-
tion here that I did not have when the subject was up before.
There was very little information in regard to it from the
Tariff Commission. I have since written the Tariff Commis-
sion with regard to the matter, and obtained further informa-
tion on the subject.

The House bill carried a duty of $§4 a ton on silica. That is
the same provision that was in the act of 1922. Aftfer the act
of 1922 was passed, however, an action was brought before the
Customs Court, and they held that silica sand was not silica,
although it was 98 per cent silica, and the only silica imported
was silica sand; so silica sand has been on the free list now,
with the exception of six months, at all times.

The objection made to this proposal when it was brought
up before was that if there were a duty on the importation of
silica sand from Belgium it might raise the price of silica sand
which is used in the manufacture of glass. It must be 95 per
cent pure silica. It is on the free list now, and with the excep-
tion of six months it always has been on the free list. The
Tariff Commission tells us that the price of silica sand delivered
at the glass works in the East is $4 a ton. The Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerte] on a former occasion said if we
put a duty on it the price might go up to $7 a ton. It has been
g;l the free list all the time and the price has never gone over

a tom.

What is the reason for that? The reason is given in the re-
port of the Tariff Commission. It is because the glass works
of this country are situated where there is coal, and at the
same time where there is silica sand adjacent to the coal.

The Tariff Commission says there is competition in the east-
ern part of the United States between the producers of silica
sand, which is used in the manufacture of glass, and, therefore,
that there never can be any competition with Belgium in the
matter., The internal freight prevents such competition. It is
thoroughly demonstrated that the sand is on the free list now,
has always been on the free list, except for six months, and yet
the price of silica sand is $4 a ton at the glass works.

The Senator from Wisconsin said that if we put a duty of $3
on silica sand the producers might charge $7 a ton for it.
They are not charging $7 now, although it is on the free list.
The reason why they do not charge $7, according to the Tariff
Commission's report, is that there is competition within the
United States for supplying silica sand to these glass works.

What is the fact? -

The only part of the United States where this duty will be
effective at all is on the Pacific coast. Whether we have a
duty or do not have a duty will not change the situation any-
where else in this country, because it has not changed the sitna-
tion anywhere else in this country. One hundred or two hun-
dred miles back from the Pacific coast, however, are enormous
deposits of silica sand. During the gix months’ time when there
was supposed to be a duty on it those works started up, and
they were employing a number of men. When the Customs
Court held that silica did not include silica sand, although silica
sand was as high as 98 per cent pure, it went on the free list,
and the industries that had started up out in the Western
States ceased to exist.

What is happening now? According to the report of the
Tariff Commission, which I have here, the transportation charge
from Belgium to San Francisco is $2.83 a ton. The cost of the
material in Belgium is 89 cents. They deliver silica sand to
San Francisco from Belgium for $3.72 a ton, while the price it
sells for to every glassworks in the East is §4 a ton.

Let us see what it costs to deliver silica sand to San Francisco
from Nevada. The cost price of it in Nevada at the mine is
$2.20 a ton. In Belgium the cost at the mine is 89 cents a tomn.

The freight rate from Nevada to San Francisco is $7.40 a
ton. The freight rate from Belgium to San Francisco is $2.83
a ton. Belgium lays down this material for $3.72, while Nevada
can not lay it down for less than $9.60.

That is the whole situation. I reiterate that we have only
this proposition :

Placing a tariff on silica gand can not affect any place except
the Pacific coast, because it is now and always has been on the
free list, and yet silica sand is selling at the glassworks through-
out the East for $4 a ton. It is claimed that it would sell for
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§7 if there were a tariff on it. Why is not the price up to $7
now, for Belgium may compete? According to the report of the
Tariff Commission, it is because there are numerous deposits
of- silica sand in the KEast, situated adjacent to these works,
where there is coal and everything else; and it is local com-
petition that prevents the Belgian product from coming in here
under the free list.

That is not true on the Pacific coast. On the Pacific coast
they are landing silica sand in San Francisco for $2.30 a ton,
with an added mine cost of 89 cents, against a mine cost in
Nevada of $2.20 and a freight charge of $7.40 a ton, and it
is therefore impossible for those men who started up in Nevada
under the act of 1922 to continue to exist without tariff pro-
tection,

It seems to me that that answers every question.

I have here a tabulation made by the Tariff Commission
which shows the cost of silica sand—and that is the stuff that
glass is made out of in this country—at every mine that pro-
duces it in the United States. You will find that the cost laid
down here and the cost at those various mines is on an average
from $1.50 to $2.20 a ton, while the cost in Belgium is 89 cents
a ton. In every case it is shown that the transportation cost
from the Atlantic coast to any of the glass works in the interior
prohibits Belgian sand from ever reaching those points at all.

We have just the simple, plain proposition that an industry
that employed thousands of men has practically gone ouf of
existence by reason of an interpretation of the Customs Court.
We find that we can restore that industry and place men at
work who now are idle throughout the western country with-
out affecting the price at all here in the eastern part of the
country, because, as 1 say, the product is on the free list now
and always has been, except for six months, and yet the uni-
form price is about $4 at all of these glass works in the coun-
try. It is $4 because there is intense competition in the East
to supply this sand to the glass works.

That i3 the entire situation. They are shipping the glass
sand from Belgium, where it costs 89 cents a ton at the mine,
to San Francisco for $3.72—that is the regular rate—and there
are thousands of tons shipped as ballast. There we have no
figures on what the costs are, but we know that they are
materially lower than $3.72 a ton.

If we can equalize the competitive prices at San Francisco
and the ports of Los Angeles and San Diego, I feel that it is
our duty to do so. We have come here asking for only the
measure that has been established with regard to all articles,
We have come here ftelling you that there are thousands of
men out of employment in our country who once were em-
ployed in this industry and who were thrown out of employment
by a construction of the Customs Court obtained by a former
member of that eourt aeting as an attorney on behalf of the
glass works of this country. - -

Suppose we should add to the cost of glass on the Pacific
coast. Tell me, how much would it add? Glass ranges from
$200 to $2,000 per ton. According to the Tariff Commission
report, which I have here, glass sand represents only 20 per
cent of the cost of the raw material. There is three-fourths of
a ton of sand to a ton of glass, If we should add $3.50 to the
cost of a ton of glass sand, it would add only $2.33 to the total
cogt of a ton of manufactured glass, which in the cheapest glass
would be as $2.33 is to $200, and as $2.33 is to $2,000 in the
highest-priced glass. That means nothing to the consumer, It
does not affeet the price of glass or glass sands in the East,
and it simply allows a new industry of the West, which started
to work in 1922, to continue operations. i

I have the reports of the Tariff Commission to sustain what
I anr saying. As to the importations, it was contended that
there were no importations. I admit there are mo imporfa-
tions in the East. There are 2,000,000 tons of glass sand used
in the East, but there are no importations here, and never have
been. But on the Pacific coast the importations started at
about 4,000 tons of glass in 1923, and they have grown up until
they are now 89,000 tons. They are increasing all the time.
In fact, importations from Belgium are supplying every par-
ticle of the sand used in that section of the country.

In the course of 10 years, as those glassworks grow, the im-
portations will increase to meet the demand. But the very
fact that there are only 89,000 tons imported into this country
proves that Belgium can not compete with the glass sand pro-
ducers of the East, and it also proves that they ean compete
with the glass sand producers of the West, because they are
supplying all of the demand of the West.

The Tariff Conrmission report shows where the 89,000 tons
comes into the country. It comes inte the port of San Fran-
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cisco, into the port of Los Angeles, and into the port of San
Diego. None of it comes to the East.

There is a contention, according to the Tariff Commission,
that the competition of the East is what holds the price down
to $4 a ton, the competition of glass sands in the vieinity of
the glassworks; but we find that in the West the glass sands
are situnated too far distant from the coast works to permrit
ﬁl]ajm ttcr compete with glass sands shipped from Belgium as

ast. :

I want the Senate to understand that some people have
thought that glass sands were common sands. There is nothing
to that. There are 20 different kinds of sand. There is the
sand that comes from decomposed lime. There is the sand that
comes from decomposed granife. There is the sand that comes
from decomposed slate, and every kind of rock, but this sand
is from decomposed guartz. It is silica sand; it is a sand which
must eontain over 95 per cent of pure silica; it is a sand used
only in glass manufacture. When Congress placed a tariff on
silica in 1922 there was no silica imported into this country
except Belgian sand. Congress intends to protect against the
importation of that sand. Yet, in spite of that, an ex-member
of the Customs Court went as attorney for the glass works and
got that court to render a decision that silica sand, although it
contained 95 per cent pure silica, was not siliea, and under that
interpretation they took the duty off. That came out in our
lobby hearing. That is what they hired him to do, to miscon-
strue the whole provision.

In this matter we simply apply the amendment to silica sand,
carrying over 95 per cent silica, used in glass manufacture.
That is so definitely described that it could not affect any
other kind of sand that may be imported into this country.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I was called out of the Chamber
for a few moments at the beginning of the remarks of my
colleague. I would like to refer to the large deposits of silica
sand in the West, and ask my colleague if he has not data
showing that those deposits contain high-grade silica sand
which is suitable for the manufacture of glass?

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I have the assays made by
the glass works, both on the coast and at Pittsburgh, showing
that this sand is as high grade and as pure as the Belgian sand,
and that they would use it, as they did for a period of six
months, except that it can be laid down so cheaply from Belgium.

Mr. ODDIE. I know from observation that one deposit of
this silica sand at least, in the southern part of Nevada, con-
taing an enormous tonnage. I also know of other large similar
deposits in Nevada. 8o, if the quality is right, as the evidence
has shown, the quantity has been demonstrated to be there.
There is an enormous quantity of it.

Mr. President, I favor this amendment of my colleague and
feel that it will do much to bring and hold business to our
country which we need. I hope the amendment will be
agreed to.

Mr. DILL, Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from
Nevada whether or not he explained the ruling of the depart-
ment which placed Belgian sand on the free list, which had
formerly carried a tariff?

Afr. PITTMAN. I did. I said that, through the action of a
former member of the Customs Court, they held that silica sand
carrying 95 per cent of silica was not silica. Yet it is the only
thing of the kind that has ever been imported into this country.

Mr. DILL. I have learned that large quantities of Belgian

sand are being imported and landed on the Pacific coast, par-
ticularly on the north Pacific coast, free of duty, and industries
are being bankrupted because they were built up on the theory
that there was a tariff on Belgian sand. For this reason, I will
vote for the Senator's amendment,
. Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am not going to take time
to read the entire report of the Tariff Commission, as I know
the Senate is impatient to get on, but I ask leave to have printed
at the end of my remarks the data I have from the Tariff
Commission, which I have just obtained.

I wish to say that there are 18 States in the United States,
according to this report, which are at the present time supply-
ing certain amounts of silica sand.

The report also discloses what I have stated, that the silica-
gand deposits used by the glass works in the East are adjacent
to the works and adjacent to coal. The price is $4, no higher,
although the Belgian sand has always been on the free list.
This affects nothing whatever except the Pacific coast, to which
ports the product is shipped as ballast.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Nevada?

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:
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Glass sand is a comparatively pure form of silica. In the production
of glass, sand containing 95 per cent or more of silica is required. For
the highest grades of glass, such as optical, plate, and window glasa,
sand containing 98 per cent or more of silica is necessary. Glass sand
represents approximately 20 per cent of the raw material cost and 2.5
per cent of the total cost in the production of plate or window glass.
Iron, which is preseat in all glass sands in varying amounts, is an un-
desirable impurity., For the better grades of glass the sand should net
contain more than a trace of iron.

The commercial deposits of glass sand are widely distributed through-
out the United States. The large glass plants in the eastern section of
the country, however, obtain most of their requirements from mines
east of the Mississippi River. Important deposits occur in West Vir-
ginia, Pennsylvania, and Illinois.

The following table shows the domestic glass sand sold or used by
producers in the United States, by States, for the period 1925-1928.
Illinois was the largest producer, followed by West Virginia and Penn-
sylvania. These three States produce T1 per cent of the total production.

Hon, KEY PITTMAN, .
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.

My Drar Sexavor Prrrsax: Receipt is acknowledged of your let-
t:rr of February 27 concerning the glass-sand industry in the United
States.

We are pleased to attach hereto a memorandum covering information
with respect to the following:

(1) Production in the United States, by States, for recent years,

(2) Imports for consumpiion from Belgium, 1923 to 1929,

{3) Lmports for consumption from Belgium, by customs districts, for
the years 19028 and 1929,

{4) Costs and transportation charges on Belglan and domestie glass
sand to important glass-producting centers in the United States for
1930.

We trust that this information answers your inquiry.

Sincerely yours,

E. B. Brossirp, Chairman.

(Flass sand sold or wsed by producers in the Uniled Stutes for the period 19251928

1925 1926 1927 1928
tity, Average |Quantity, Average |Quantity, Average |Quantity, Average
sﬂm tons| YAU® | “oolue short tons| YPU® | “value [short tons| Y2 | “value |short tons| YPHUe value
(0] m )
$3.18 V] L)
1.00 (% ( (

.57 | 658,006 | $442, 623 67

0] ® ('} )

('& 0} ¢ (]
2,451 5 62
(? 63,546 | 145,073 28
L4T7 | 145,554 | 188,960 L30
® 3, 585 7,887 220
1.50 | 165 142 | 240,919 1. 50

(0] (V) (4 (]
(L] 63, 442 | 118, 570 187

175 [O) (1) 0]
1.92 | 451,014 | 906, 350 2.00

) 073 .70 ) )
..... 136, 523 P oA 1, 047 2.63 35, 060 76, 4456 216
1, 136, 942 509, 905 1, 100, 418 2,16 | 627,063 (1,088,017 2.02
403, 303 614, 214 239, 518 | 382, 040 160 | 107,870 | 232,550 117
Total --|2, 334,921 I&SB&,!BE 2,274,218 i3.i515.3'."l 150 2,171, 693 F.W.?DO 1. 50 {2, 310, 828 |3, 435, 645 1.49

1 Included under “ Undistributed.” * No production reported.

Source: Mineral Resources of the United States, Pt. IL.

The foreign glass sand used in the United States comes almost
wholly from Belgium. Some of the finest deposits of glass sand in

ton. These figures Indicate that most, If not all, of this sand is glass
sand. Imports in 1929 of sand from Belgium, all reported as * other

Europe are those at Fontainebleau near Paris, France, and at Epinal
near Antwerp, Belginm.

Imports reported as glass sand in 1928 amounted to 43,286 short
tons, of which 41,5686 short tons came from Belgium. Imports in that
year reported as “ other gand " fronr Belgium amounted to 38,809 tons,
valued at $34,7564, or an average value of about 89 cents per short

sand,” amounted to 87,457 short tons, valued at $65.019, or an aver-
age value of T4 cents per short ton.

The following table affords a comparison of the domestic glags sand
sold or produced in the United States with imports of sand, including
glass sand, from Belgium for the period 1923-1920,

Glass sand eold or used by producers in the Uniled States and imports for consumption from Belgium of glass sand and other sand for the period 1995-1929

, Domestic Foreign
Glass sand sold or used by pro-
ducers in the United States Imports from Belgium *
Year
(Glass sand Other sand Total
Quantity Value Average
(short tons) value | Quantity Average Quantity| s Average Quantity Averags
(ﬁ? Value value (;}1:;‘)1 Valus valuo ﬁ‘&? Value value
$3, 751,778 $1.84 2,164 | $2,910 $1.34 | 71,572 | $67,328 $0.80 | 73,730 | $00,238 $0.81
3,718,973 1.71 6,479 1, 44 .82 69:??2 , 46 .59 76, 251 42, 890 .66
3, B36, 085 1.04 4,174 2,025 .48 63, 981 s .57 68, 155 38, 7561 BT
3,615,371 1.50 7, 608 6, 874 .90 | 79,081 43, 153 LH 86,639 | 50,027 .58
3, 257, T00 1.50 | 10,270 7,032 .74 66,023 | 40,052 L60 | 76,203 | 47,084 .62
3,435, 645 1.49 4(1..)588 35, 136 .84 38, 80O 34,754 . 50 80, 397 69, 800 LBT
(U] | LIS A nant 87, 457 65, 019 .74 87,457 65, 019 .74
I Imports re| in long tons, converted to short tons.
1 Not available,
#No Imports of glass sand, as such, reported; included with other sand. /

Bource: Statistics for d
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tie; Mineral R of the United States, Part LT, 1928. Imports compiled from special statistical report of the Department of Commerce.




The following table shows Imports of sand, Including glass sand, from
Belgium for the years 1928 and 1929 by costoms districts. In 1929
approximately 82 per cent of the imports of sand from Belgium were
entered at Los Angeles and San Francisco:

Band, including glass sand: Importa for couaumpﬁtm )'rmu Belgium by
customsg districts for the years 1528 and

1928 1929
Customs distriet Am@e AW
Quantity] Value value per Quantity| Value value per
short ton short ton
Short tons

$41,190 $0.83 52,741 | §40, 502 $0.77
9, 043 .7 19, 141 11, 852 .62
8, 576 2.14 5, 281 5,082 1.13
4,574 1L03 5, 0BG 3,823 B il
1,083 .80 3, 289 1,421 .43
1,174 .84 1,920 1,440 .75
69, 890 87 87,457 05, 019 .7

Glass sand is imported free of duty under paragraph 1675.

The average value of domestic glass sand varies according to different
methods of manufacturing and for different localities. In 1928 the
average value per short ton at mine in Illinois was 67 cents; in
Pennsylvania, $2; in West Virginia, $2.02; and in Nevada, $2.20.
As the Tllinols sand deposit near Ottawa is some distance removed
| from the large glass manufacturing centers, it has been necessary
to use the most economical methods of mining in this locality in
order to offset the disadvantage due to high frelght rates. Accord-
ingly, most of the glass sand produced in the State of Illinois is obtained
by hydraulic mining, whereas, that produced in Pennsylvania and West
Virginia is gquarried and crushed. The largest number of glass fac-
tories in the United States are located in the Btates of Pennsylvania,
West Virginia, and Ohio. As freight rates on sand, particularly for
inland transportation, are relatively high, glass manufacturing estab-
lishments in these States usually secure their supply of sand from the
nearest deposits. West Virginia and Ohlo glass factories are supplied
largely from the deposits at Berkley Springs and Thayer, W. Va.;
Pennsylvania factories from the deposits at McVeytown and Lewiston,
Pa., whereas the glass factories in the Central States secure most of
their sand requirements from the large Ottawa, Ill., area.

" The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada to the amend-
ment made as in Committee of the Whole.

The amendment to the amendment as made in Committee of
the Whole was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next
amendment.

The CHIEF CLERK. On pages 38 and 89, paragraph 208, mica.

Mr. WATSON. I offer the following amendment. }
The VICE PRESIDE\'T. The clerk will state the amend-
ment,

Mr. BARKLEY. A parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Is there any amendment reported from the
Committee of the Whole on mica?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that there is
an amendment on lines 23 and 24, and on line 5, page 38. The
clerk will state the amendment offered by the Senator from
Indiana.

The CHier Crerg. The Senator from Indiana offers the
following amendment :

To strike out paragraph 208 and in leu thereof to insert the fol-
lowing :

“Par. 208. Mica, unmanufactured, valued at not above 15 cents per
pound, 4 cents per pound; valued at above 15 cents per pound, 4 cents
per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem.

“ Mica, cut or stamped to dimensions, shape, or form, 40 per cent ad
valorem ; mica films and splittings, not cut or stamped to dimensions,
not above 0,0012 of an inch in thickness, 25 per cent ad valorem; over
0.0012 of an inch in thickness, 40 per cent ad valorem; films and
splittings, cut or stamped to dimensions, 45 per cent ad valorem; mica
plates and bullt-up mica, and all manufactures of mica, or of which mieca
is the component materinl of chief value, by whatever name known, and
to whatever use applied, and whether or not named, described, or pro-
vided for In any other paragraph of this act, 40 per cent ad valorem:
untrimmed phlogopite mica from which rectangular pieces not exceed-
ing in size 1 inch by 2 inches may be cut, 15 per cent ad valorem ; mica
waste and scrap, when valued at not more than 5 cents per pound, 25
per cent ad valorem; valued at more than § cents per pound, it shall
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be classified as mica, unmanufactured; mica, ground or pulverized, 20
per gent ad valorem.”

Mr. SMOOT obtained the floor,

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. WATSON. I would like to make an explanation.

Mr. SMOOT. T would like to have the Senator do so.

Mr. WATSON. The explanation is simply this: This is a
rewriting of the whole mica paragraph.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and there are changes in the rates.

Mr. WATSON. BSlight changes. The amendment was pre-
pared really under the supervision of the senior Senator from
North Carolina [Mr., Simmoxs] and offered by him, It is a
rewriting in the interest of clarification, largely, though there
is some change in the rates to meet the ideas of the Senator
from North Carolina.

There is one case now in the court, I will say to the SBenator
from Utah—of course, he is familiar with it—on the question of
classification, because at the present time the rates are difficult
of interpretation, and therefore of administration.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not objecting to the wording at all, but
there is a material increase in the rate.

Mr. WATSON. Yes; there is some increase in the rate, and
I want the Senator from North Carolina to take the floor and
explain the increase in the rate,

I want to say to the Senator from Utah; first, that the par-
ticular part in which I am interested is the rate on phlogopite.
That is a barbarous sounding name, but it is not as bad as it
sounds. In other words, it is nothing but amber splittings.

Mr. SMOOT. Let me suggest to the Senator that the amend-
ment be agreed to and go to conference.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What is the effect of the amendment?

Mr. SMOOT. The effect of the amendment in some parts is
an increase in the mica schedule. As far as the wording is con-
cerned, I think this amendment is better than the provision in
the bill. I think there is no doubt about that. The classifica-
tion is better, too, but there are one or two classes as provided
for in the amendment which is offered, at higher rates than in
the bill as reported to the Senate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
what is the justification for the amendment?

Mr., SIMMONS. Allow me to explain to the Senator from
Wisconsin. When this paragraph was reached there were two
small amendments offered by the Committee on Finance. I
stated that I should make no objection to the amendments, be-
cause I thought the whole paragraph needed rewriting. As it
came from the House and as it came from the Committee on
Finance, it was a very unbalanced schedule in that the rates im-
posed upon the raw material were out of balance with the rates
imposed upon the finished produect. I was not particularly in-
terested in raising rates, but I wanted the rates harmonized so
as to give the same benefit to the producer of the raw material
that they give to the producer of the finished product. I did not
write the rates myself. I had three or possibly four of the ex-
perts who had been assigned to different members of the Com-
mittee on Finance, to meet me in my office and I stated to them
that what I desired and all I desired was to have the para-
graph rewritten so as to bring about a balanced condition with
reference to the rates prescribed on the raw material and the
finished product.

Those rates were fixed by them and adopted by me in the
draft that I turned over to the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Watson], who desired to make an amendment to it. He did
make an amendment to it and said he would offer it. Those
rates were written simply with a view of bringing about that
equality. I think it will slightly increase the rates upon the
raw material, but will not materially affect the rates upon the
finished product. I think under those circumstances that the
suggestion of the Senator from Utah that the matter go to con-
ference and be settled there is a good one, because they are
technical questions, which it is difficult to present here without
taking a great deal of time.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro-
lina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not my desire to prolong debate
upon the amendment, but I am opposed to amendments being
presented here without any justification for them and having
them taken to conference unless we know what is involved in
the amendment. The conferees on the part of the Senate are
going to be committed to the action of the Senate. 1 would
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have no objection to the rewriting of the phraseology in order
to make it more explicit, and 1 would not have any objection
to harmonizing the rates in so far as the raw material and
finished products are concerned.

Mr. WATSON. 1 will say to the Senator that that is just
what the amendment seeks to do.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1 understood the Senator from Utah
to say that it would resulf in increases.

Mr. SMOOT. Over the rate in the bill

Mr. LA FOLLETTEH. The Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Covzens] just now fells me it involves a 100 per cent increase
in one case. It seems to me it would be a strange situation
which would require a 100 per cent increase in order to har-
monize some discrepancy in the House text between the tariff
on the raw material and the tariff on the finished product. I
suggest to the Senator from Indiana that if all he desires is
to accomplish the purpese-outlined by the Senator from North
Carolina that he withdraw his amendment and have the experts
redraft it so that it will earry out that intent, and then we will
not have the situation of the Senate conferees being committed
to figcht for a proposition which has not been justified in debate
in the Senate.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.
yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro-
lina yield to the junior Senator from Indiana?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As I understand the amendment
of the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. WaArsox], so far as
phlogopite is concerned, it would reduce the duty on the raw
material quite considerably from that which is already provided
in the draft of that paragraph. That is the only suggestion I
have to make, because I am not familiar with the rearrangement
of the paragraph itself, and have not had an opportunity to
read it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In response to the suggestion made by
the junior Senator from Indiana I am in the same situnation
he is, so far as familiarity with the paragraph is concerned.
But from the statements that have been made it is perfectly
obvious that the amendment presented by the senior Senator
from Indiana does not carry out the laudable purpose outlined
by the Senator from North Carolina. I suggest to the senior
Senator from Indiana, if he desires to accomplish the objective
outlined by the Senator from North Carolina, that he withdraw
the amendment and have the experts redraft it so that there will
not be any 100 per cent increases in duties that do not seem to
be justified by the statement of facts as made in debate.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator from North
Carolina yield to me?

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT, So far as the phlogopite is concerned, the rate
to-day is 20 per cent. If I understand the senior Senator from
Indiana he proposes to reduce the rate set forth in the original
draft to 15 per cent. Therefore it is a reduction in that item.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, replying to the suggestion of
the Senator from Wisconsin with reference to referring the
amendment to the experts, I apprehend the Senator was not in
the Chamber when I made the statement a little while ago that
the redrafting of the amendment had been done by experts, not
one, but three or four, and he did not hear the statement by me
that I was not particularly interested in the rate except that
I desire that the rates be balanced as between the raw material
and the finished product. L

Mr. President, there is no such increase as indicated by the
statement of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Covzexs] to the
Senator from Wisconsin. There is an increase over the Finance
Committee rate on one of the products from 5 to 20 per cent.
The House rate on waste, scrap, and ground mica was 20 per
cent. The rate was reduced by the Senate Finance Committee
to 6 per cent. The amendment offered by the Senator from
Indiana restores that rate to the rate as fixed originally by
the House, as I recall it. The rate that I spoke of was 20 per
cent in the House text, reduced to 5 per cent by the Finance
Committee, and in this amendment restored either to the House
rate or raised to 20 per cent. That rate was upon waste and
serap mica and that I presume is the rate to which the Seaator
from Michigan referred.

An investigation will show that the importations of serap and
waste are very great. I presume the Finance Committee pro-
ceeded upon the theory that there was no necessity for a duty
upon serap and waste mica. As a matter of fact, that is the
rg#w material of very great importance in connection with this

Mr, President, will the Senator
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industry. It is the raw material produced very largely in
North Carolina. North Carolina is the largest producer of
mica of any State in the Union. In fact, I believe there is more
mica produced in North Carolina than in any other State in the
Union when its mines are in operation, but their mica is largely
scrap and waste mica. The mines in North Carolina, I am ad-
vised—I do not know what the facts are, but I have been so
informed—have been closed down for some time, because they
found themselves unable to meet competition from India upon
scrap and waste mica. The importations of scrap and waste
mica last year were 8,000,000 pounds. The United States pro-
duction of mica of that character was only 6,280,000 pounds.
The mines in my State can produce every pound that is con-
sumed in the United States, and yet by reason of these large im-
portations, I am told, that they have closed down.

Very rarely in the discussion of a tariff bill have we been con-
fronted by a situation where the importations from abroad are
one-fourth larger than the domestic production. If, in case
that condition exists, the industry is not entitled to a rate
sufficiently high to equalize conditions here and abroad in that
industry, then there is no case where protection is justified.
That is the only rate that has been largely increased.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, SIMMONS. I yield.

Mr. WATSON. We can offer this as an individual amend-
ment at any time after we get through with the reserved amend-
ments. Why not get together, fix up the amendment, and offer
it as an individual amendment after we are through with the
reserved amendments?

Mr. SIMMONS. I am through with experts myself. They
have done all the work that I thought counld be done, and I
thought they had solved the situation correctly. I think the
House rate was a fair rate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest that amendments of this
technical character which have not been counsidered in the Sen-
ate should be referred to the Committee on Finance, so that
some study may be made of them before they are presented on
the floor. It is absolutely impossible for Senators, without any
opportunity being afforded, to familiarize themselves with these
technical subjects.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I understand that the Sena-
tor from Indiana [Mr. Warson] has inadvertently offered the
wrong amendment.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, that is a further justifi-
cation of just what I was saying. These amendments should be
submitted, printed, and referred to the committee, where we
may have the advantage of consulting experts and the repre-
sentative of the drafting service, so that the pending bill will
not be loaded down in the closing hours of its consideration
with hastily drawn and ill-considered amendments.

I also think that Senators, in so far as it is possible for them
to do o, should submit their amendments and have them
printed and lie on the table. The amendments now being sub-
mitted to the bill are presented in typewritten form and
Senators have not the advantage of studying them or even
securing copies of them. I do hope that we are not going to
load this bill down in the final stages of its consideration with
amendments which have not received proper consideration and
are not properly prepared.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when I obtained from the
clerk’s desk a copy of the amendment I could not find in it
what I was looking for, and I thought that was very strange,
and that there had been a mistake in reference to the amend-
ment. .

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, why not let the amendment

0 over?
® Mr. SIMMONS. I am perfectly willing that it should go
over, and the Senator from Indiana may submit the amendment
and have it printed.

Mr. WATSON. Then, let the amendment go over,

Mr. SIMMONS. But I somewhat resent the suggestion of
the Senator from Wiscongin [Mr. LA Forierre] that it is a
hastily drawn amendment. I desire to say that the amendment
which I had expected to submit was not a hastily drawn
amendment but was a carefully drawn amendment. I can not
speak for the amendment which has been offered, and I, there-
fore, suggest that it take the course suggested by the Senator
from Indiana.

Mr. WATSON. That will be agreeable to me.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr., President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis. I have no objection to the
amendment going over, but I simply wish to add to what the
Senator from Wisconsin has said that we want at least a brief
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explanation of new amendments offered so that the Recorp will
show the reason for them—I have no reference to the one which
has been under consideration—and then Senators who are inter-
ested may, if they so desire, later move a reconsideration. But
the debate in this Chamber is not being listened to by many
Senators. Let us at least have a record of the reasons for
amendments so that we may read them the next day and call
attention to any injustices that may be perpetrated by amend-
ments which are offered to the pending bill in the closing hours
of its consideration.

Mr. WATSON. Mr, President, I simply wish to make an
observation. In the first place, I was interested in only one
phase of the mica tariff, and that was in the substance which
was ecalled phlogopite, The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
SiMMmonNs] was interested in the other phases of it. Hach of us
consulted experts and each of us had the part of the amendment
in which he was interested especially prepared for him. There
was some confusion, however, when we put the two together.
I hunted around for the amendment that both of us had agreed
on, but I could not find it. I rather think I did offer the wrong
amendment at the moment. Then, when my attention was
called to it, I was entirely willing to withdraw the amendment;
and I think the Senator from North Carolina was in very much
the condition that I was in. Now, as he is willing to withdraw
the amendment, we may let it go over. There was, however, no
intention to load the bill down, I will say to my friend from
Wisconsin.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE.
tor in any way.

Mr. WATSON., I understand that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I merely referred to the practice of sub-
mitting amendments without their having either been printed or
considered by the committee. I was merely making a general
appeal fo Senators not to pursue that practice in the closing
hours of the consideration of the bill.

Mr. WATSON. The Senator from Wisconsin is right as to
that.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
reserved amendment.

The LeGisLATIVE CLERK. The next reserved amendment is in
paragraph 211, earthenware and crockery, on page 40, line 15,
where the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the
words “ 10 cents per dozen pieces and.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I notice that the Senator
who desired that this amendment be reserved is not now in the
Chamber. Therefore, I raise the point of order that there is no
guorum present.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

I did not mean to reflect on the Sena-

The eclerk will report the next

Allen Frazier Keyes Shortridge
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons
Baird Glass MeCulloch Smith
Barkley Glenn MeKellar Smoot
B m Goft McMaster Bteck
Black Goldsborough MceNa Steiwer
Blaine Gould Metc Stephens
Blease Greene Moses Swanson
Borah Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Brock Harris gge Trammel]
Broussard Harrison die Tydings
pper Hastin, Overman Vandenberg
Caraway Hatfiel Patterson Wi er
Connally Hawes Phipps Walcott
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass.,
Couzens Hebert Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Waterman
Dale Howell Hobinson, Ind. Watson
Dill Johnson obsion, ky Wheeler
Fess Jones Schall
Fletcher Kean Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Secretary
will report the next reserved amendment,

The LEGISLATIVE . In paragraph 211, on page 40, line
15, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out the
words “ 10 cents per dozen pieces and.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HATFIELD obtained the floor.

Mr. BLAINE, Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir-
ginia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. HATFIELD. 1 yield.

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to enter the debate in my own right
when I ean obtain the floor, I do not want the Senator to yield
for a question.

Mr. HATFIELD. How long will it take the Senator to make
his remarks?

Mr. BLAINE. I have no idea.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MArcH 7

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
has the floor.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend-
ment to paragraphs 211 and 212.

I may say by way of explanation that the amendment which
I have presented places the additional specific duty only on
those commodities which compete in America with the products
of American workers. The amendment will not add any extra
cost to the earthenware and chinaware products imported from
England or France. The additional duty of 10 cents per dozen
was reported by the Finance Committee. The rate of 10 cents
a dozen pieces will make it possible for the product of Ameri-
can workers to compete——

: Mll.i' BARKLEY. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary
nquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Before we proceéd discussing the amend-
ment it might be well to find out what it is, so that we will
know whether it is in order.

Mr. HATFIELD. I am merely explaining the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that he has
read the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, and
it is mot in order at this time, except by unanimous consent.

Mr, BARKLEY, I object to any amendment being considered
that is not in order.

Mr., HATFIELD, Mr. President, when will it be in order?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be in order
when individual amendments shall be reached after the re-
served amendments shall have been disposed of.

The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr, President, I wish to be heard upon that
question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia
is recognized.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the pottery industry of this
country began in 1685.

ORIGIN AND GROWTH OF THE INDUSTRY

The inception, and to a great extent the growth, of the pot-
tery industry in the United States is due to the immigration of
English practical potters and skilled workmen.

In 1685 one of the colonial governors of New Jersey, Dr.
Daniel Coxe, from London, established a white-ware pottery at
Burlington, N. J., and this is the first of its kind of which rec-
ord is made. In 1688 the works were offered for sale, and
inventoried as follows:

I have erected a pottery at Burlington for white chinaware. A great
quantity, to the value of 1,200 pounds, has already been made and
vended in the country and neighboring Colonles, and ye island of Bar-
badoes and Jamaica, where they have been in great request. I have two
houses and kilns with all necessary implements, diverse workmen, and
servants. Have expended thereon about £2,000.

The early records of the industry reveal the interesting state-
ment that some of the earliest English china of which we have
any knowledge was made from American china clay.

In his work on Pottery and Porcelain in the United States,
Edwin Atlee Barber makes the following abstract from the
record :

A patent was taken out in 1744 by Edward Heylyn, of the parish of
Bow, in the county of Essex, painter, for the manufacture of chinaware,
and the following year they enrolled their specifications, in which they
state that the material used in their Invention is an earth, the produce
of the Cherokee Nation in America, called by the nation * unaker.”

This was 24 years before the discovery of china clays at St.
Austall, Cornwall, by Cooksworthy. Josiah Wedgwood wrote of
a pottery that had been established in South Carolina, with
workmen from England, in 1765, “ having one of our insolvent
master potters to conduct them.”

Mr. President, paragraphs 211 and 212 refer to what is known
as pottery.

“ Pottery ” is the term used primarily to cover articles made
from clay. Articles coming within the term * pottery,” whether
made of earthenware or chinaware, running from the crudest
flowerpot to the most elaborate, decorative tableware, or highly
ornamental chinaware, reflecting the skilled labor in these
articles, representing values running into hundreds of dollars
apiece, regardless of whether the article be a eup, mug, or
saucer of the cheapest variety, or of the finest and most deli-
cate china, serve the same identical purpose, depending largely
upon the taste, inclination, or ability of the consumer to invest
in these products.

Articles described and covered by paragraphs 211 and 212
are made of substantially the same materials, namely, clay,
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pulverized flint or quartz, pulverized feldspar, and decalco-
mania. In outward appearance they are similar and in many
instances superficially indistinguishable to those untrained in
making a distinetion ; but, as formerly stated, they are used for
the same purpose.

They differ, however, in cost of production, quality, and value.
The difference is due to the proportions of materials used, with
the added labor cost, together with the fuel nsed for firing.

This great Anrerican industry is of substantial interest to the
following States: West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Tennessee, New
York, New Jersey, Maryland, Massachusetts, Virginia, Michigan,
Illinois, and California.

The States supplying the materials which enter largely into
the manufacture of pottery are Georgia, Florida, Texas, Mis-
souri, Oklahoma, North Carolina, South Carolina, West Vir-
ginia, Tennessee, Maine, Connecticut, Kentucky, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, New York, and California.

The production covered by paragraphs 211 and 212 affects
American labor, which is represented in the pottery workers—
a branch of the American Federation of Labor—more directly
than it affects almost any other class of workers, I am justified
in saying, whose product is the subject of any other paragraph
of the tariff bill. The Senate by their action in dealing with
these paragraphs will indicate to the American wage earners
whether they stand for maintaining wages, averaging for the
entire year a weekly wage of $25, or whether they consider this
amount too high.

This modest wage is from four to eight times the wage paid
to the workers in those countries with which the products of
American labor are brought in competition. The importation
of this foreign-nrade pottery, amounting to more than 50 per
cent of our total domestic consumption, has paralyzed the
American industry and is sending this class of American labor-
ing men upon the highways looking for work when they have
spent their entire life at this vocation and know little about
the performance of any other kind of work.

When we take into consideration the penalty now exacted
by industries when the workman reaches the age of 45 to 50
years we can not help but understand how hopeless the task
is which confronts these workers in their efforts to learn a new
trade and what it means to those who are dependent upon
them. I justify this statement that the workmen are more in-
terested in these two paragraphs than possibly any other in
that investigations show that even in the undecorated wares
the labor cost is approximately 55 per cent of the total cost of
the article. In the finer decorative wares it will run to 65 per
cent of the total cost.

Mr. President, in referring to labor cost I mean that portion

of the cost of the finished article which goes into the produc-
tion by those workers who are employed as potters. This state-
ment does not take into consideration the amount paid to work-
ers in producing the clay, or the anrount that is paid by the
manufacturer for the raw materials that the pottery workmen
use.
The American manufacturer is subjected to a differential in
his efforts to compete with many of the foreign countries in
that the goods are paid for after the first firing process in
Hurope. The American manufacturer pays before the first
firing process. The advantage of the foreign manufacturer
represents about § per cent difference because of this condition
in wage cost, which is that much more to the advantage of the
importer and foreign producers.

We must take into consideration that the cost of labor
amounts to from 55 per cent to 65 per cent of the total cost of
the production of this commodity. We must also bear in mind
that foreign labor is willing to furnish the same product for
one-third of what our American.workmen are willing to
work for.

In my judgment, Mr, President, there is not a man within
the sound of my voice who would want the American workman
to work for less than the modest salary of $25 per week, espe-
cially the pottery workers, who possess gkill and ability. We
should be able to realize the wide handicap which confronts
the American pottery industry and those employed therein and
the inability of these workers to obtain employment when they
are refused the proper tariff protection which the records dis-
close they are entitled to receive under the theory and princi-
ples laid down by protective tariff in its application for the
conservation of our American industries.

Mr. President, the material-cost difference is not as great
as that of labor; but, due to the low labor cost in mining and
producing the raw materials in foreign countries as against the
costs in our own country, even here there is an advantage which
favors the foreign competitors and the importers.
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It will interest those Members of the Senate who acelaim
their willingness to vote for a tariff rate which will equalize
the difference in cost of production between this country and
foreign countries, as the productivity of the average worker is
about the same, to consider seriously the difference in wages
paid to workers in this industry in the various countries.

The difference in wage scale will indicate that even 10 cents
per dozen pieces specific duty, in addition to the present ad
valorem duties, will not fully equalize the difference in wage
cost of production.

COMPARATIVE LABOR WAGES WITH COMPETING COUNTRIES

United States two and one-half times English wages.

Germany, female wages, 8 cents to 10 cents per hour.

United States, female wages, 25 cents to 52 cents per hour.

Germany, male wages, 13 cents to 31 cents per hour.

United States, male wages, 42 cents to $1.27 per hour.

United States wages three and one-fourth times those of
Czechoslovakia.

United States wages four times those of Holland.

United States wages four and one-half times those of Italy.
5 United States wages approximately eight times those of

apan,

I might say, Mr. President, that the French and English china
workers find themselves in the same predicament in which the
American pottery industry workers find themselves.

As evidence of my statement that this duty of 10 cents per
dozen pieces will not equalize the difference in labor cost in
the production of pottery, I wish to read to you a letter from
the president of the National Brotherhood of Operative Potters,
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, which organi-
zation, I understand, represents some 80 per cent of the skilled
workers employed in the American pottery industry :

My Deir SpxaTor HarFeLp: In requesting your cooperation and
assistance toward securing tariff protection on earthenware and china-
ware the product of Ameriean workers, I am taking the liberty of
furnishing you with concrete examples of how impossible it is under
the present tariff rates for the products of American workers to com-
pete in America with the products of workers of foreign countries.

For some years the products of foreign workers have supplied at least
50 per cent of the tableware consumed each year in America. During
the past five years our membership has been unable to secure con-
tinuous employment more than 60 per cent of the time. I have called
to the attention of our executive board members the claims of those
Senators who are opposed to a fair degree of tariff protection for the
product of American pottery workers, and the assertion of these Sen-
ators that the installation of tunnel kilng will make it possible for
American pottery workers to compete with pottery produced in foreign
eountries,

It is the unanimous opinion of our executive board that while tunnel
kilns may be profitably adopted for the firing of plain earthenware pro-
duced In lots of 10,000 dozen pieces or more, it should be borne in mind
that firing represents but one part of the cost of producing pottery.

Then again, permit us to call your attention to the fact that, due to
the lack of tariff protection, many American potteries have been forced
out of the production of the cheaper wares, which wares, for American
o ption, are furnished largely by the importation of Japanese, Ger-
man, Czechoslovakian, and Holland wares. Our organization has
requested additional tariff duties of 25 cents per dozem on chinaware,
and 15 cents per dozen on earthenware, and in making this request we
can state positively that even these tariff duties will not equalize the
difference in cost of production.

The exhibits which I am furnishing—

I might say that these exhibits are in my office. I did not feel
that it was necessary to present them here on the floor of the
Senate—

The exhibits which I am furnighing were purchased by myself or
officers of our organization. We have carefully compared these articles
with similar ware which our members produce. We have attached to
each exhibit a statement of what it costs at retail, and what the labor
cost alone of producing these exhibits would be in America.

Labor costs, as hereto attached, refer only to the labor cost or wages
paid to workers in American pottery plants.

This teapot, made in Japan, was purchased for 10 cents. The same
teapot, produced in America by American labor, would cost—labor cost
only—~61.8 cents.

Exhibit B is a sugar (two pieces) purchased at the same time and
place as the teapot just referred to at retail for 10 cents. This sugar
would cost to produce in America—Ilabor cost only—45.8 centa.

Exhibit C is a cream holder; was purchased for 10 cents at retail
at the same time and place as the teapot and the sugar—Exhibits A
and B. The cost to produce this cream holder in America—Ilabor cost
only—would be 35.1 cents.
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Exhibit D 1s a 9-inch dinner plate purchased in Washington. This
' plate, sold at retail for 10 cents, was produced in Holland. The labor
cost alone of produeing this plate in America is 8.7 cents.

Exhibit E is a 7-inch plate, purchased for 10 cents. This plate was
made in Japan. The labor cost alone for producing this plate in
America is 15.5 cents.

Exhibit F is a sancer made in Japan purchased for 10 cents. The
labor cost of producing this saucer in America would be 18 cents.

Exhibit G is a cup made in Japan purchased for 10 cents. The labor
cost alone of producing this cup in America would be 14.4 cents.

Also you will find a Japanese tea set of 21 pleccs. This tea set was
purchased at a department store for $4.50. The labor cost alone of
producing this set in America would be $6.28.

Thanking you for the interest you have taken in the welfare of the
workers in the American earthenware and chinaware industry, and
assuring you of the deep gratitude of our membership, we are,

Sincerely yours,
Jamus M., DUFFY, President,

Mr. President, for many years candidates for election to
national office, irrespective of whether they were Republicans,
Democrats, or so-called Progressives have publicly proclaimed
their support of a tariff policy that would, as the well-known
Republican doctrine does, * protect American industry and
labor,” or, as for years proclaimed by the Democrats, ' at least
equalize the difference in costs of production.”

Mr. President, assuming that such protestations were sincere,
and to carry on in good faith, I will say without any hesitancy
that we should insert in paragraphs 211 and 212 a specific duty
of not less than 25 cents per dozen pieces in addition to the ad
valorem duty.

The pottery industry is run on such a basis that the workers
receive compensation only for what they actually produce.
Therefore, when these men are unable to secure work, it should
be apparent that the industry is in distress,

The testimony given before the Finance Committee by repre-
sentatives of the workers under oath indicated that the workers
in the pottery industry were employed not more than 60 per cent
of the time. A recent study of the pottery industry by the De-
partment of Labor, Bulletin No. 412, 1925, showed that the aver-
age wages paid the pottery workers were $21.68 per week.

Mr. President, when we discussed this subject some weeks ago,
great stress was laid upon the lack of modern equipment, lack
of modern ideas, and similar statements which were intended to
indicate that those engaged in this industry were seeking legis-
lation to cover thelr own weakness or inability. A few days ago
a Member of the Senate indicated his intention to ask for an
investigation to reveal just what tariff protection was needed to
protect American labor.

The Department of Labor made an exhaustive study of the
American pottery industry in 1925 and published their findings
in Bulletin No. 412, 1925.

In looking through this report I find that this survey reported
on a total of 56 separate classifications of work. This included
40 for men, 11 for women, and 5 in which both men and women
were engaged. The average hourly earnings for 1925 for men,
I find, varied from 8234 cents for straw boys to $1.27 for boss
bisque-kiln placers. For women the hourly wage is from 24.8
cents for dusters of the clay to 52.8 cents for gilders and liners.

Comparing the averages, it was found that the employees of
each sex worked the same number of hours, that all males col-
lectively earned an average of $26.22 per week, and that all
females collectively earned an average of $13.27 per week.

In comparing these figures it must be borne in mind that there
is much difference in the character and class of work performed
by males and females in a pottery (p. 4).

I find that in 1925 when there was no tariff legislation under
consideration—

Many of the potteries, the semivitreous ones especlally, complained
that business conditions were poor.

I find in this survey of the Department of Labor a comparison
of the hourly earnings 1912, 1913, and 1925. I quote from the
report (p. 23):

Hourly earnings in the pottery industry have, as a whole, more than
doubled in the 12-year interval.

By computation from the figures relating to the semivitreous ware it
is seen that the earnings per hour of jigger men Increased 98 per cent:
of bisque-kiln placers, 120 per cent; of clay carriers, 171 per cent; of
female finishers, 103 per cent; and of female dressers, 114 per cent.

It is of interest to note that while the jigger men’s earnings per hour
Increased 98 per cent, the rate for jiggering a T-ineh plate, as shown,
increased 61 per cent (p. 29), and that while the bisque-kiln placers’
earnings per hour Increased 120 per cent, their average rate per kiln-day
allowing for the change from 212 to 200 cubie feet of kiln space per
kiln-day, Increased 68 per cent. The comparisons appear to indicate
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that the increase in hourly earnings has been due to speeding up as well |
as to an increase in piece or wage rates. In many potteries changes in
equipment and arrangement have made work easier and helped to in-
crease production.

The Department of Labor survey of 1925 (p. 23) shows that
while the hourly earnings of the workers increased about 100
per cent, that the cost of producing pottery had only increased
about 60 per cent,

This report also states (p. 23) :

In many potteries changes in equipment and arrangement have made
work easier and helped to increase production.

The above statement should indicate to any fair-minded per-
son that those engaged in producing American pottery have in-
stalled, where possible, modern equipment. It also shows that
the workers received the greatest benefit in the form of in-
creased hourly earnings with the adoption of the modern and
up-to-date eguipment,

This survey from which I have just quoted was made by the
Department of Labor in 1925,

I also find that the Department of Commerce made a very
exhaustive study of the pottery industry in 1915.

Mr. President, at this time I might call attention to the fact
that the survey of the Department of Labor in 1925 and the
survey of the Department of Commerce to which I am now going
to call attention was made at periods when there was no tariit
legislation pending.

I find that the labor cost of producing earthenware and
chinaware in 1915 and in 1925 were approximately the same—
from 50 to 60 per cent—whether we take the United States,
Germany, or Czechoslovakia. The labor cost in Japan, where
the wages are from one-sixth to one-eighth of what the workers
in America received, may be higher or lower. As I have not
been able to find any authoritative government report on Japa-
nese labor cost, therefore, I am unable to quote such costs.

However, with labor costs in America and Europe varying
from 50 per cent to 60 per cent of the costs of production, and
with Japanese labor costs only one-eighth of American labor
costs, I believe it fair to assume that the labor costs in Japan
would represent some 50 per cent of the cost of production.

The Department of Commerce made this report, pursuant
to an act of Congress, and it is interesting to note that at
the time this report was made it was approved by a gentleman
whg openly subscribed to the theory of free trade—namely, the
Hon. William C. Redfield.

I find that this survey showed that in Germany—

Three of the largest producers export to the United States from 30
per cent to 50 per cent of their output, These potteries have a com-
paratively low cost of manufacture and may be said to represent the
German china factories, who exported in greatest bulk to the United
States and are sold at prices that make them compete with American
earthenware (p. 81).

I find that the potteries investigated in what is now Czecho-
slovakia exported to the United States from 50 per cent to 60
per cent of their total output.

Realizing that there are many Senators who desire to expe-
dite the passage of the pending tariff bill, I will quote only a
few of the facts pertaining to labor cost, as found by the
Department of Commerce.

What is true in the instances which I will cite is naturally
true in most other classifications.

The decorating of earthenware and chinaware did in 1915,
and does in 1930, require hand labor.

The Department of Commerce found that the difference in
total manufacturing costs of producing earthenware were 158.77
per cent higher in America than similar costs in Germany (p.
37). s
The Department of Commerce found that the percentage of
difference in direet manufacturing costs in the lowest cost estab-
lishments of America were 149.73 per cent higher than the
lowest cost German earthenware plant; 176.33 per cent higher
in the lowest American cost chinaware plant than in the lowest
cost German chinaware plants; and 217.78 per cent higher in
the lowest cost American chinaware plants than in the lowest
cost Czechoslovakian chinaware plant (p. 38-T5).

The Department of Commerce found that in mold making the
cost in the lowest American earthenware plant was 105.88 per
cent higher than in the lowest cost plant in Germany, while in
producing chinaware the cost of mold making in the lowest cost
American plant was 111.21 per cent higher than in the lowest
cost German chinaware plant.

The Department of Commerce found that in decorating the
cost in the lowest cost American earthenware plants was 164.52
per cent higher than in Germany, while the cost of decorating
in the lowest cost American chinaware plant was 221.88 per cent
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higher in Amerlean than the cost of decorating in the lowest-
cost Czechoslovakian plant (p. 38-T5).

It is interesting to note that the Department of Labor also
found that the wages paid to workers in American earthenware
and chinaware plants are from 271.28 per cent to 582.80 per
cent higher than were paid to the workers in the German
chinaware plants, and from 116.19 per cent to 660.24 per cent
higher than paid to the workers in the Czechoslovakian china-
ware plants (p. 48-T18).

Mr. President, whether the American pottery workers will
continue to work only 60 per cent of the time or whether these
workers will be able to maintain their present wages, will in
great part be decided by the vote of the Senate in authorizing
this justifiable increase.

That the pottery workers are making sacrifices in order that
they may maintain their present scale of wages can be noted
from the statement by the president of the National Brother-
hood of Operative Potters, affiliated with the American Federa-
tion of Labor, page 282 of the hearings before the Finance Com-
mittee, which reads as follows:

Only recently a large American pottery concern was offered a contract
for a large quantity of tableware by one of the chain 5 and 10 cents
stores, provided he could deliver these goods at a figure equal to that
offered by one of the Japanese importing houses.

With our men employed at only 60 per cent of the time our organiza-
tion was asked to accept a reduction of 50 per cent in our wages in
order that this contract could be taken. Naturally we refused.

Illustrating the effect which importations of the product of foreign
workers have upon the employment of our workers, it will interest you
to know that during the past six months three large and long-established
pottery companies have either been forced out of business or have
liquidated, throwing more than 1,000 workers out of employment.

Mr, President, it is fair to assume that while these workers
refused this reduction of 50 per cent at this time, they will soon
be faced with additional requests unless Congress, by adequate
tariff protection, makes it possible for the American pottery in-
dustry to compete on more even terms with the products of
foreign workers.

As I have stated, everyone agrees that the labor cost in pro-
ducing pottery represents 60 per cent of the cost of producing
American pottery.

There is no testimony which I have found that indicates
that mass production prevails to any extent in this industry.
Therefore Congress, by its willingness or unwillingness to
legislate proper duties on the foreign products which compete
with the products of the American pottery workers, will in
reality decide whether the American pottery workers will con-
tinue to receive their present scale of wages.

Again I maintain that if the protestations, made time and time
again by those who acclaim their willingness to vote for rates
which will at least equalize the difference in cost of production,
are sincere they will support the amendment which I have
offered.

The competition which has deprived the American pottery
workers of employment comes principally from Japan, Czecho-
glovakia, and Germany. Therefore, while I am quoting the
wages of the workers of these countries with which the products
of our workers compete, I ask especially that Senators consider
carefully the difference in the wages paid to American workers
as compared with the wages paid to workers in Japan, Czecho-
slovakia, and Germany.

Mr. President, much has been said of the need of protecting
the consumer. Pottery is a commodity used by all consumers,
whether they be rich or poor, workers or farmers.

I believe that the first requisite of the consumer is his or
her ability to earn sufficient that they may have funds with
which to purchase.

The Tariff Commission findings indicate that we have rela-
tively no export trade in American tableware, and that at least
50 per cent of the pottery consumed in America each year is
produced in foreign countries.

The American market is the greatest market in the world,
consuming more than 90 per cent of the commodities which
we produce, Therefore it is our duty to preserve that market.
Unless our workers have employment we at once reduce the
value of our own market and the possibilities of our own people
consuming a large portion of our commodities.

Figures were produced under oath before the Finance Com-
mittee which indicate that profits of the Americam potteries,
with two exceptions, for the past seversal years have been vir-
tually nothing, and even in the case of the two exceptions the
advocates of low duties—the present rates—admitted that the
profits were only 10 per cent.

While the returns of the American pottery producers, who
give employment to American workers, were in great part a
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loss, what about the profits of those who distribute foreign-
produced pottery in America?

Among the largest distributors of Japanese pottery—the im-
portation of Japanese pottery being responsible for much of the
unemployment and distress which now exists in the American
pottery industries—are the Mortimura Bros. The average
profits of this concern, who employ Americans only in so much
as is necessary to represent them at the customhouses, in their
shipping rooms, and as salesmen, might be compared with the
average profits of our 40 successful American potteries, which
showed an average profit for the years 1925, 1926, and 1927,
based upon the total sales of $69,578,945, of only $413,152, or
one-sixth of 1 per cent per year on these sdles. While the
American manufacturers, who contribute some $12,000,000 per
year to American pottery workers alone, received only one-
sixth of 1 per cent, Mortimura Bros. received average profits
for the years 1922 to 1929, inclusive, of more than 65 per cent
per year.

I desire to suggest that it takes a great deal of patriotism
for these business men to continue in these industries, investing
their money, and receiving in return for that investment only
one-sixth of 1 per cent.

That the consumer in reality does not receive the benefits
due to the low labor costs in the production of foreign-made
pottery can be seen from Exhibit No. 53, on page 54, and
Exhibit No. 59, on page 60, of the document issued by the Finance
Committee, July 31, 1922, .

Exhibit No. 53 refers to a china tea set of 17 pieces, produced
in Japan, and the same having a value in Japan of $1.73, which,
with transportation, insurance, freight, and other charges of
44 cents and a duty of 95 cents is landed in the United States
at a total cost of $3.12, but for which the American housewife
when purchasing pays to the distributor of said china tea set
$8.95, or a profit above landing cost of 187 per cent.

In Exhibit No. 59 we find a china dinner plate, imported from
Germany, which plate had a value in Germany of less than 20
cents, which with transportation, insurance, freight, and other
charges of 3 cents and a duty of 1014 cents was landed in the
United States for less than 33 ecents, but for which the American
housewife in purchasing had to pay 98 cents, a profit to the dis-
tributor of this German-made plate of 199 per cent.

Quoting again from the testimony of the president of the
National Brotherhood of Operative Potters before the Finance
Committee, found on pages 278 and 279, I find that the secretary
of that organization purchased in Los Angeles and San Diego
in October of 1927 six cups and six saucers for 49 cents. The
same type of saucers and cups he purchased in Los Angeles for
52 cents. In both cases these sales were made at retail. His
testimony indicates that the labor cost alone in the production
of similar cups and saucers in America would be 54 cents.

Wares used in the home or hotel, for table, toilet, and kitchen
use, and ornamental ware, are arranged under different classi-
fieations in the statistical tables. They are divided into two
classes, decorated and undecorated wares. The figures which I
shall quote in a moment show the increase in importations of
these classes of ware since the World War. These figures are
misleading, because of two facts: First, the figures given are
based on so-called “ foreign value ” and are regardless of under-
valuations; second, the gradual deeline in unit value is not
ascertainable for the entire period because statistics as to quan-
tities were not collected until January, 1926.

Some customs lawyers claim that undervaluations are few.

"Of course, one will not expect lawyers to indict the officials

or the attachés of the court before which they practice; but
the contention that undervaluations are not infrequent or unim-
portant is supported by a letter from Mr. F. X. A. Eble, Com-
missioner of Customs, which I ask to have inmserted in the
Recorp at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Parrersox in the chair).
Without objection, the letter will be printed in the REcorp,

The letter referred to is as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Bureav or CUsSTOMS,
Washington, March 5, 1930,
Hon. H. D. HATFIELD,
United States Senate,

My DEAR BENATOR: In accordance with your request for information
relative to cases involving undervaluations of merchandise, which have
been compromised for over $50,000, the following tabulation gives a
brief history of each of the cases involved. There are other compromise
eases, but owing to the lack of time they could not be incloded herein:

(1) Certain wool importers, by reason of their fallure to properly
invoice shearlings and different grades and qualities of wool under tbeir
proper heading, caunsed the Government to suffer a loss of revenue in
the amount of $208,945. The sum of $410,302.86 has been accepted by




the Secretary of the Treasury in compromise of the liability incurred
by the importers.

(2) In cases involving Importations of carpets and floor coverings
by certain American importers, an investigation by customs agents dis-
closed that such merchandise had been entered at less than their foreign
or export value ns defined by section 402 of the tariff act of 1922,
As a result, the Government suffered a loss of revenue on entries made
by said importers in the amount of $50,336.53, which has been tendered
and accepted by the Secretary of the Treasury in compromise of the
matter.

(8) Another firm of Importers of carpets has tendered the sum of
$£164,663.84, representing the estimated loss of revenue, for fallure to
enter the goods at their proper values, which amount has been accepted
by the Secretary of the Treasury in compromise of the Government's
clalm against said firm.

(4) In this case the importers of rugs paid the sum of $62,103.44, the
estimated loss of duties for failure to enter the merchandise at the
proper market value.

(6) The importers of rugs in this case by their failure to emter the
merchandise at the proper market value caused a loss of revenue in the
amount of $68,709.20, which amount has been accepted in settlement of
this matter.

(8) In this case certain importations of billlard cloth and other
woolens shipped from Belgium were made by the Importers at values
which barely represented the cost of production. An investigation dis-
closed that the entered prices were less than the market values and
that the Government suffered a Joss of revenue in the amount of
$£1383,952.25. The sum of $133,952.25 has been accepted from the im-
porters in compromise of the civil liability incurred by them.

(7) The firm in this case entered certain merchandise from France
by using false invoices which resulted in a loss of revenue to the Gov-
ernment in the amount of $37,443.92. The person responsible for this
undervaluation has since died and his firm has paid to the Government
the sum of $74,887.84 in compromise of the matter,

Very truly yours,
F. X. A. EnLE,
Commisgsi of Customs.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the following table shows
the gradual increase in importations:

Total importations and value

Year:
122 s ot
1924 18, 162, 039
1925 16, 490, 440
1926 18, 512, 818
1927 18, 248, 408
1928 17, 947, 102
1929 18, 803, 223

The greatest increase has occurred in imports from Germany
and Japan, as the following figures indicate:

Germany
Year:
1922 $1, 606, 571
1923_ 2, 068, 018
1924 4, 038, 119
1925 4, 030, 357
1926. 4, 320, 938
1027 4, 410,012
1028 - 3,795, 368
1829 3, 854,
Japan
Year: A

1922 2, 835, 410
1923 2, 706, 018
1024 3, 599, 813
1925 2, 822 673
1926 4, 015, 026
1927 3, 994, 695
19028 3, 956, 304
1029 4, 415, 717

The above figures represent foreign values, Mr. President, and
they can be multiplied by two and one-half, for when the foreign
goods arrive in this country, including the expenses of trans-
portation, duty, and other charges, and profit to the importers,
the displacement value of American competing articles is ap-
proximately two and one-half times the value indicated in the
statistical figures. We, accordingly, find that approximately 53
per cent of the total American consumption of pottery ware is
made in foreign lands.

Again referring to the decreased value of imports, per dozen,
the quantity of goods is greater than the value would indicate.
Taking the Japanese figures as an illustration: In 19268 the
average value of all Japanese decorated china was 83 cents per
dozen: in 1927 the average value was 72 cents per dozen; in
1928, 62 cents per dozen, and for some months in 1929 it has run
as low as 09 cents per dozen.

On account of earthenware carrying a lower rate of duty than
China, both Germany and Japan have increased their exports
of earthenware. During the past year the increase from Japan
in both value and quantity was as follows:
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Japan
Year Value Quantity
Dozens
1827 417 601
1028 SSrona0k | 1,000 9%

Showing an increase of over 100 per cent in imports.

Mr. President, the importing interests have endeavored to
make capital out of two events which have occurred during the
past year. First, the combination or amalgamation of nine
western factories, and, second, the enlargement of the Homer-
Laughlin China Co., located at Newell, W. Va. These moves
were made in a desperate effort by way of self-preservation.

First, as to the consolidation. The original idea was to merge
approximately twice the number of factories into the consoli-
dation, but when reports of accountants were submitted, It
was found that in the case of many of the potteries desiring to
enter the combination, there was little or no equity either in
the plant or the corporation. Those taken in were glad to
accept stock for whatever equity there happened to be left in
their business, in the hope that the consolidation would reduce
the overhead, increase the output, and possibly show a profit,

At this point I wish to read a letter npon this subject which
is signed by Mr. G. C. Mitchell, vice president of the Ameriean
Chinaware Corporation, who is responsible for the combination :

CLEVELAND, OHIO, February 12, 1930,
Benator H. D. HATFIELD,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Bm: We wish to lay before you the following flgures which
portray the condition of this company, and, we believe, of the dinner-
ware industry of this eountry at the present time, and which, in our
opinion, warrants a much more positive protection against the foreign
importations made by cheap labor.

This company operates nine separate potteries, all making household
dinnerware. During the year 1929 we were unable to operate our plants
to the point of 50 per cent. Our shipments were over $1,000,000 less
than the year 1928, and our losses were in exeess of $100,000. The
loss to employees in wages was over $1,000,000, The year 1930 so
far does not show any improvement and we are quite comvineed that
some relief should be given most serious consideration.

Our potteries are not antiguated and we have some tunnel kiln
equipment as well as other modern eguipment. We are attempting
every known means of retrenchment in expenses in our endeavor to
meet foreign competition but are unable to get that low.

Thanking you for any consideration you can give this matter, we are,

Very truly yours,
AMERICAN CHINAWARE CORPORATION,
G. C. MiTCHELL, Vice President.

The outstanding earthenware pottery is the above-named
West Virginia plant. This plant has an interesting history.
The purchasers, primarily, of four small intermittent kiln
plants of the Homer Laughlin China Co., of East Liverpool,
were all men of wealth, having made their money in other lines
of business. Under excellent management and ample capital
this small factory rapidly grew to a number of large units, cater-
ing not only to department-store trade but also securing steadily
large chain-store connections, mail-order houses, and 5-and-10-
cent store organizations. To supply the fast inereasing busi-

-ness it was necessary to steadily increase their capacity.

Impressed with the inroads of competition, this company was
one of the first American potteries to adopt tunnel kilns. This
adventure proved successful in its operation. So sueccessful
have such-kilns proven that in the past year this company has
made an extension with additional kilns at an expenditure of
more than a million dollars.

This does not indicate a relative increased total production.
Being unable to produce goods at a profit, four periodic kiln
plants have recently been closed. These closed periodic kilns
represent a productive capacity of 90 per cent of the new unit.

This is but a brief summary of the largest china plant in the
world. Three elements were essential in the building and oper-
ating of such a plant; first, the capital; second, the market or
demand ; and, third, operation by the most eapable man in the
pottery world.

The kilns operate continuously 24 hours a day and are never
closed dowmsexcept for repairs.

It is obvious that the 60 other pottery plants in the country
could not adopt this method of producing. They are compelled
to depend upon special lines of pottery ware of higher quality.
The smaller plants of the country are facing the serious situa-
tion of being forced into more direct competition with wares
from abroad.
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During the discussion of the recommendations of the Finance
Committee for a duty of 10 cents per dozen pieces on tableware
in paragraphs 211 and 212, the claim was made that American
potteries are antiquated, and were they to install tunnel kilns
the cost of production could be greatly lowered.

West Virginia produces each year china and pottery table-
ware, valued at more than $11,000,000, in some 22 potteries.
The pottery industry represents each year an income to workers
of West Virginia, employed in the potteries alone, of $6,000,000.

The basis of the argument that our potteries are antiquated is
that American potteries lack tunnel kilns.

I find that in 1915 and 1916 one of the largest and most suc-
cessful American potteries, Sebring, installed a complete battery
of tunnel kilns, the best kilns of their kind known.

While these kilns were most successful in the production of
some wares, I find that the same pottery in 1922 installed a
new building and found it more profitable to equip the new
building with periodic kilns rather than with tunnel kilns,

The claim that the installation of tunnel kilns will save the
American pottery industry is a statement which can not be sub-
gtantiated.

I find that there are in America some 54 tunnel kilns in op-
eration in a total of 19 potteries at this time. I also find that
mass production is permissible in the pottery industry to a very
limited extent. The use of tunnel kilns is possible only when
great quantities of certain articles are molded, modeled, and
decorated in a simple manner,

At this point I wish to insert in the Recorp a letter upon the
subject of pcttery kilns.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The letter referred to is as follows:

TrENTON, N. J., February 13, 1930,
Hon, H. 1. HATFIELD,
Benate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

DEar Sexaton: A statement has been made that it is the belief of
some members of the Senate Finance Committee that in the general use
of tunnel kilns in the pottery industry there would be a decrease in the
cost of production, which would enable the manufacturers to compete
successfully with importations without any Increase in present duties.

Tunnel kilns have been used with success in the manufacture of sani-
tary china, earthenware, and tiles, but we do not know of any manu-
facturer of china who has been successful with this type of kiln.

In the years 1920, 1921, and 1922 we expended approximately $60,000
in research and experimenting with a tunnel kiln, under the supervision
of competent combustion engineers, and were forced to discontinue be-
cause of inability to control the heat in the narrow range required for
the proper development of the product. We were concerned with better-
ment of produet rather than saving In manufacturing costs. If the
experiment had been successful, however, there would have been a sav-
ing, according to careful estimates, of approximately 3 per cent.

A great deal of time and money has been expended to develop china
to a high degree and to reduce manufacturing costs. Much has been
accomplished, but notwithstanding without the increase in duty asked
for the industry serious consequences to the manufacturer will follow.

Respectfully.
Lexox (Ixc.),
H. A. Browx, President.

Mr. HATFIELD. Again referring to the report of the De-
partment of Commerce, I note that they found the American
plants more efficiently equipped and better managed than was
true of plants located in Europe.

They quote in their report the following:

At n meeting of the American Ceramic Society the * Defects of the
continuous kiln " was the subject of discussion. Mr. J. Parker Fiske
said :

“ We know that the American manufacturer of ceramic ware is lead-
ing the world to-day in many departments. In the manipulation of his
clay, in the forming of his clay into ware, and especially in the drying
of that ware, he is certainly the peer if not the leader of the world.
I was much impressed with what Mr. Mayer said with reference to the
English manufacturer who referred the Australian to America for the
latest and best practice. It was certainly a wonderful tribute to what
has been accomplished in America.”

In the matter of tunnel kilns, the Department of Commerce
found that we had none in 1913. We now have 54.

The saving in the installation of the tunnel kilns is only in
the matter of firing costs.

In the cost of producing earthenware or chinaware the De-
partment of Commerce found that the kiln fuel cost was 4.97
per cent in American chinaware plants. As the entire saving
through the instailation of tunnel kilns is only a saving when
the tunnel kiln is in continuous 24-hour operation, day in and
day out, a matter of reducing fuel cost one-half, when the Gov-
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ernment found that the reduction in produetion cost would be
one-half of 4.97 per cent, less than 234 per cent, is hardly a
sound argument when the labor costs in producing pottery rep-
Jesent more than 50 per cent of the total cosls of production.

Mr. President, a saving of less than 3 per cent in fuel costs
will avail this industry but little when we consider that the
foreign workman receives from one-third to one-eighth what the
pottery workers of America receive.

Mr. President, there are only two ways in which the American
pottery industry can be maintained. One is for the Congress to
enact tariff legislation which will permit the maintenance of
the present standard of wages and working conditions. The
second is for Congress to refuse to enact protective tariff rates
and, as a result of this action, force the American pottery work-
ers to accept a substantial reduction in their $25 a week wage
if they wish to retain their employment in the American indus-
try, thereby subjecting American workmen to the sweatshop
experience that prevails in Europe.

The opponents of protective tariff rates, or of even competitive
tariff rates, have referred to the opposition of one American
pottery, the Mount Clemons pottery, to any increase in rates,
I find that this pottery is owned and controlled by a prominent
chain store, and its entire production is distributed through this
chain. The produet of this concern is not offered for sale in the
competitive market.

References to the installation of tunnel kilns bring to my
mind the subject of monopoly.

MONOPOLY

There are few, if any, Members of the Senate who will publicly |

record themselves in favor of a creation of a monopoly. In
the discussion which took place on these paragraphs some time
ago in the Senate, reference was made to the lack of willingness
of the American pottery manufacturers to modernize their plants
through the installation of tunnel kilns.

The style of kiln in general use throughout the world is the
round up-draft or down-draft beehive kiln, known as the peri-
odie kiln, which kiln is heated and fires drawn and the kiln en-
tirely cooled at each burning. The tunnel kiln is a continuously
burning kiln, running day and night, month in and month out,
with cars of ware continuously passing into the tunnel at one
end, gradually warming up to a maximum heat, and then gradu-
ally cooling off as they approach the finishing end of the firing
Process.

The installation of the tunnel kiln presupposes sgeveral very
important things:

First. That the pottery plant has sufficient ground space for
the erection of such a kiln, These kilns measure from 300 to
375 feet in length and 30 feet in width, including operating
space.

Second. That the plant has sufficient capacity to produce
enough ware to feed this continuously devouring monster.

Third. That the organization has sufficient capital to permit
such an enormous outlay, approximately $300,000 being necessary
for the installation of each kiln.

Fourth. That there is sufficient trade demand to consume this
enormous and continuous output,

A question which arises is how many of our 60 or 70 pottery
companies are in a position to meet such conditions, I should
say that there are extremely few—posgibly four or five—who
could make such a financial venfure. On the other hand, Mr.
President, if the meeting of the first three conditions were pos-
gible, how about the fourth? Where would the market be found

for such an enormous production? If all or even a large portion |
of the companies now operating should adopt this method, as-.

suming, of course, that the production by use of the tunnel kiln
was right and the installation of the tunnel kilns would sub-
stantially reduce the costs of production, the production would
result in such a commercial monstrosity that the surplus of
wheat, now so troublesome, would sink into insignificance as
compared with the surplus of pottery products.

While the American producers supply only 50 per cent of
the American market, I find that at the present time we have
sufficient kiln capacity and sufficient workers to supply the en-
tire American market were it possible to compete with the low
wages paid in Japan, Germany, and Czechoslovakia. The fact
that foreigners supply 50 per cent of the American market is
due entirely to the fact that the products of our American
workers lack proper and adequate tariff protection.

One of the conditions necessary for the installation of tunnel
kilns is the matter of eapital, it costing some $300,000 to install
a tunnel kiln. The securing of such capital in many cases would
mean that the potteries would be forced to place on their prop-
erty a mortgage in many cases exceeding the value of the
present plant. This would put these companies in the hands of

the banks, who, as we know, in their desire to secure what they
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call economies, would force in a few years an American

monopoly.
Mr. President, the Senate can, by denying the protection

which is badly needed for the pottery industry as a whole, drive |

what remains of the American pottery industry into monopo-
listic control.

The adoption of the amendment now before the Senate will,
I am sure, make possible the employment of thousands of
American pottery workers, and will at the same time permit
the sale of American-made earthenware and chinaware to the
consumer at the same price now paid for it.

Those who will gain by the adoption of the pending amend-
ment are those workers engaged in the production of American
earthenware and chinaware.

Mr, President, if there are any who will be adversely affected
by this amendment, it will be the importers, who have but
little at stake save and except an office force and a few salesmen.

I wish to say, Mr. President, that there is no paragraph in
this tariff bill that is entitled to greater consideration than
paragraphs 211 and 212, due to the fact that the pottery work-
men of this Nation are more interested than any other people
in the success and reclamation of this industry.

I hope the Senate will reflect long and seriously before it
shuts the door to this industry, which supports more than 17,000
patriotic American workmen.

Mr., FESS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

taThei PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio will
state it.

Mr. FESS. Is the amendment proposed by the Senator from
West Virginia in order at this time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the understanding of the
Chair that the question is on concurring in the amendment made
as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. FESS. So we will not have an opportunity of voting on
the Senator’'s amendment at this time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the Chair's under-
standing.

Mr. FESS. That will have to be done when the individual
amendments are in order, after we get through with the
reserved amendments?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, under those circumstances I am
not going to detain the Senate with any extended remarks fur-
ther than to say that here is an industry that might properly
be regarded as an American industry that was built up entirely
through the encouragement of protective-tariff legislation. I
do not know of any single industry that fits that situation as
well as pottery. In other words, had it not been for the tariff
encouragement originally given, we would not have an Ameri-
‘ean pottery industry; and because of the incursions of foreign
competition, even though the industry has reached great dimen-
‘sions, it is gradually losing out.

In my own State there are many plants that have been com-
pelled to discontinue operations entirely. In one city that is
primarily a pottery city, devoted almost entirely to the manu-
facture of pottery, there has been a gradual declension, until
to-day a very small capacity is running.

‘This is not a selfish plea that is being made on the part of
the pottery industry. It is made in the interest of the employ-
ment of labor. This is one case where we have a joint appeal,
not only by the investors of capital in the industry but espe-
cially an appeal by the labor that is employed in the industry.

I can not understand the point of view of the opposition to
this particular industry, which is harder hit by foreign compe-
tition than any other industry affected by this bill,

In spite of that, the small amount of protection given in the
House has been reduced by the Senate on a basis difficult for me
to understand.

I only want at this stage to make these statements in behalf
of the industry, and reserve the opportunity for a further dis-
cussion when the amendment that is offered will be in order,
which is not so at this time.

ORDER FOR RECESS UNTIL 10 A. M. TO-MORROW

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
at the conclusion of its business to-day the Senate take a recess
until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, did the Senator say 10 o’clock?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; 10 o'clock.

Mr. GEORGH. I merely wanted to know as to the hour.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol-
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lowing joint resolution and bill, each with an amendment, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: '

8. J. Res. 109. Joint resolution extending for two years the
time within which American claimants may make application
for payment, under the settlement of war claims act of 1928,
of awards of the Mixed Claims Commission and of the Tripartite
Claims Commission; and .

S.3168. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to authorize
and direct the survey, construction, and maintenance of a memo-
rial highway to connect Mount Vernon, in the State of Virginia,
with the Arlington Memorial Bridge across the Potomac River
at Washington,” by adding thereto two new sections, to be
numbered sections 8 and 9.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate executive
messages from the President of the United States, which were
referred to the appropriate committees.

REVIBION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign
countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, to
protect American labor, and for other purposes.

Mr. BLAINE obtained the floor.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the junior Senator from
Wisconsin yield for that purpose?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield for that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum
being suggested, the clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Frazier Keyes Bhortridge
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons
Baird Glass MeCulloch Smith
Barkley Glenn McKellar Smoot
Binghany McMaster Steck

Black Goldsborough McNar, Bteiwer
Blaine Gould Met Stephens
Blease Greene Moses Bwanson .
Borah Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Hale Norris Thomas, Okla,
Brock Harris Nse Trammell
Broussard Harrison Oddle Tydings
Capper Hastin Overman Vandenberg
Caraway Hatfiel Patterson agner
Connally Hawes ipps Walcott
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mass,
Couzens Hebert Pittman ‘Walsh, Mont,
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Waterman
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind. Watson

Dill Johnson Robsion, Ky. Wheeler

Fess Jones Schall

Fletcher Kean Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-six Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, in view of the colloguy which
took place on the floor of the Senate yesterday between the
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], the junior
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Carawax], and the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grunpy], it is my opinion that the
Senate ought to be advised of the facts in relation to the
statements made by the junior Senator from Pennsylvania in
answer to questions propounded by the junior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY].

The senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr., Moses], in his
remarks pertinent to this question, said this, as appears on
page 4865 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:

The chairman of the Committee on Rules has never thought it his
duty to find out who occupled rooms which are assigned to Senators,
However, upon the publication of the article to which the Senator
from Mississippl has referred, the chairman of the Committee on Rules
undertook to make some inquiry, and was informed that the room
bad never been occupied by any except the regular employees of the
Benator from Pennsylvania.

Referring to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania—

That the tariff organization—I do not remember its name—still
maintains its offices in an office building down town; and that the
room in question is used absolutely by the members of the personal
gtaff of the Senator from Pennsylvania; and, it being the practice of
the Senate to accept the word of any Senator regarding any transac-
tion, the chairman of the Committee on Rules looked upon the inci-
dent as thereupon closed.

I quote from the remarks of the junior SBenator from Pennsyl-
vania following that debate:

Mr. Gruxpy. Mr, President, I rise for the purpose of confirming the
statement made by the SBenator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moszs] in
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regard to the personnel of the offices I occupy in the Senate Office
Building.

There is no one there who is either directly or indirectly connected
with the American Tariff League.

Then, following that remark, occurred this colloquy:

Mr. HArmisox. Then, as 1 understand the Senator, it is not true that
the American Tariff League has changed its offices from uptown to the
Benate Office Building?

Mr. GruNDY. The American Tariff League, as I understand, is main-
taining the same offices in the Transportation Building that they have
had there for the last year or 14 months; and they certainly have not
transferred them to the Senate Office Building.

Mr, Hanmisos. And they have no offices in the Senate Office Building?

Mr. GrunpY. They certainly have not.

Then occurred the ecolloquy between the junior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] and the junior Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Gruspy], and I quote:

Mr. CARAWAY. Who is Warren F, Doane?

Mr. GrunpY. Warren F. Doane is the editor of the Manufacturer, a

publication of the Manufacturers' Club of Philadelphia.
- L] - -

- L L

Mr. CArawAY. Has he been staying in this room in the Senate Office
Building ?
Mr. GRUNDY—

I want Senators to observe this subtle answer—

Mr. GrRoNDY. He has headquarters in the Lafayette Hotel.

Mr. CarawaY. I am not talking about where his headquarters are. Has
he been staying in this room in the Senate Office Bullding?

Mr. GrRoNDY. No; he is in town part of his time, and his room is in
the Lafayette Hotel. He comes to my offices when I want him to come
there, to consult with me.

Mr, CarawaY. He has been principally staying there, has he not?

Mr. GRUNDY—

Now note what will later develop to be the concealment of a
fact by the junior Senator from Pennsylvania—

Mr. Gruxpy. Oh, no; he visits there when 1 want him to come to
my offices.

Mr. CarAwAY. That is every day, Is it not?

Mr. GruNDY. Not at all

That is the material part of the colloguy to which I have
referred.

Mr. President, I now want to give the facts as they have been
sworn to before a subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee,
the subcommittee known as the lobby committee.

Some time ago we had before the committee officers of the
American Tariff League. In their testimony it was shown that
the American Tariff League occupied rooms on the eighth floor
of the Transportation Building in the city of Washington. The
fact also developed that on the third floor of the Transporta-
tion Building, in room 333, was located what was called, on the
door, printed on the door to that office, * American Tariff League
News Bureau.” -

Upon further inquiry it was learned that the American Tariff
League News Bureau was under the direction of the then Mr,
Gruxpy. He had placed in charge of that news bureau, under
the title of the American Tariff League, a Mr. Warren F,
Doane, of Philadelphia,

I will tell briefly who Mr. Doane is and about his connection
with the tariff bill. Mr. Doane was one of the parties in Penn-
sylvania who either took up collections or received collections
for the Southern Tariff Association, and, according to the testi-
mony of Mr. J. A. Arnold, paid over to the Southern Tariff
Association on December 22, 1929, some $3,000 to be used in
lobbying on the tariff bill. Mr. Doane is also the editor of a
magazine called the Manufacturer. That magazine has no sub-
seribers at all except, as 1 understand, one department in Wash-
ington—I think the Department of Commerce. That is the only
single subsecriber to the Manufacturer. For his services on
the Manufacturer magazine he then received and he now
receives, so he testified this morning, $500 a month, While he
was in charge of room 333 in the Transportation Building in
the American Tariff League News Burean he received $500 a
month paid to him by the same Mr. Grunxpy. He also tcstified
this morning that he received $200 a month from a legislative
committee created by the Pennsylvania Legislature having
something to do with the electoral vote in connection with elee-
tions, making his salary from these three sources $13,400 a
year. He testified that his services with this legislative com-
mittee in Pennsylvania did not take very much of his time—in
faet, practically none of his time—since he came to Washington.

The American Tariff League News Bureaun moved into room
333, Transportation Building, Washington, D. C., some time
after the election of 1928, either that fall or the early part of
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1929; I do not now recall which, but over a year ago. That
news bureau was used for propaganda purposes relating to the
tariff bill. Mr. Doane's duties were to collect data and statis-
tics. He visited the departments and obtained from them sta-
tistical information. He went to the Congressional Library and
performed that sort of service. He continued in the employ-
ment of the then Mr, GruNpy in direction of the news bureau
of the American Tariff League in the Transportation Building
until Mr. GRuSDY became the junior Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. Doane testified this morning that after the Pennsylvania
senatorial contest was settled and after the junior Senator from
Pennsylvania had taken the oath of office he closed the office in
room 333, Transportation Building, in the city of Washington,
and moved all of the records except those which he regarded
as inconsequential and immaterial, which he destroyed, from
that office to room 322 in the Senate Office Building. While
he was in the Transportation Building he had a room at the
Powhatan Hotel, and when it was convenient to go to his room
in that hotel he went there to perform some of his work. He
also testified this morning before the committee that he moved
from the Powhatan Hotel to the Lafayette Hotel, on Sixteenth
Street, because he found the latter hotel more conveniently
located than he did the hotel at which he formerly stayed. At
the Lafayette Hotel he did exactly what he did at the Powhatan
Hotel. He went to his room and did some of his work there.
He had a typewriter, as I recall his testimony, and he wrote
data out in longhand and on the typewriter and did some of
his work at the hotel when it was more convenient to be at the
hotel than at the Transportation Building,

Mr. Doane continued to live at the Lafayette Hotel, and is
living there fo-day. He has a room in the Lafayette Hotel.
He has the same office equipment there, and he is doing iden-
tically the same work there now that he did when he was in
the Transportation Building,

He testified this morning that he had constructive possession
of room 322 in the Senate Office Building; he was not a visitor
at the Senate Office Building ; he was and has been in the employ
of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania at $500 a month. He
goes to the Lafayette Hofel when it is more convenient for him
to return to the hotel than it is for him to return to room 322,
Senate Office Building. In other words, he uses the Lafayette
Hotel under his present employment in identically the same
manner that he used the Powhatan Hotel while he was in
charge of the American Tariff League News Bureau in the
Transportation Building.

So Mr. Doane has not been a visitor to room 822, Senate Office
Building, his headquarters are not at the Lafayette Hotel, his
living quarters are no different than they were when he was in
the Transportation Building, and the hotel has nothing to do
with his office. He finds it convenient because the Lafayette
Hotel is located convenienfly to many of the departments of the
Government, some mile or more away from the Senate Office
Building, and when he has been at a department he prefers to
go to the hotel instead of returning to the Senate Office Building,
room 322. Room 322 is not Mr. GRUNDY'S suite and is not even
near his official suite.

At room 322, Senate Office Building, are four clerks, all on the
pay roll of the junior Senator from Pennsylvania. Mr. Doane
testified that he is performing exactly the same service and
doing the same character of work while he is in possession and
occupancy of room 322, Senate Office Building, that he did when
he occupied room 333 of the Transportation Building. The char-
acter of this work is geting out data and tariff information. He
testified that he got out that data and information for the junior
Senator from Pennsylvania and some others. He did not recall
that the junior Senator from Pennsylvania had ever used that
data on the Senate floor, but he got it out for others. He pre-
pared all of the data contained in that eloguent denunciation of
the coalition made by the senior Senator from West Virginia
[Mr. Gorr] on last Saturday.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President——

Mr. BLAINE. I withdraw that,
prepared the data. I was mistaken in that statement.
tell who did prepare the data.

Mr. GOFF. I wonld say to the Senator that no one prepared
all the data used in that speech.

Mr. BLAINE. Who prepared the data?

Mr. GOFF, No one.

Mr. BLAINE. I will come to that presently.

Mr. GOFF. Yes; we will come to that, and then we will
discuss it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield—

Mr. BLAINE. 1 yield.

Mr, NORRIS. From the little I heard about the speech, I am
inclined to think the Senator from West Virginia is correct
[ Laughter,]

It was not Mr. Doane who
I will
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Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska
does a great injustice to the secretary of the American Tariff
League, and before I get through I think I will convince him to
that effect.

So, Mr. President, these are the bare facts. The American
Tariff Leagne news bureau has moved from room 333 Transpor-
tation Building, which was supported by the then Mr. GRUNDY,
from Pennsylvania, to the Senate Office Building, room 322, and
Mr. Doane is performing exactly the same character of service
and the same employment, and at the same amount per month.
These are the facts that were developed from the testimony of
Mr. Doane this morning before the Lobby Committee.

Mr, President, I did not intend to discuss the question of
the data that were prepared for the senior Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. I think, however, since the matter has
been injected into the debate, and I am partly responsible
for it, because it was a slip of the tongue when I said that
Mr. Doane prepared it, I shall discuss it briefly. I did not
mean Mr. Doane. I meant Dr. Arthur Faubel, secretary of the
American Tariff League.

I am not going to'question the veracity of the junior Senator
from West Virginia or the veracity of Doctor Faubel, but Doctor
Faubel testified guite in detail that he prepared the data that
were contained in the remarkable speech made by the junior
Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I understood the Senator
to sa” the “ junior ” Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BLAINE. I meant the senior Senator from West Vir-
ginia. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I do not know who pre-
pared the late speech of the junior Senator from West Vir-
ginia. [Laughter.] I say that in all good nature.

Mr. HATFIELD. To what speech did the Senator refer?

Mr. BLAINE. The speech of about two hours in length this
afternoon. I was very much interested in it and listened to it
the greater portion of the time.

Mr. HATFIELD. That is very kind of the Senator, but for
his information I wish to say to him that I am capable of pre-
paring my own speeches.

Mr. BLAINE. I am not making any charges that anyone pre-
pared the speech of the junior Senator from West Virginia for
him. I was talking about who prepared the data for the senior
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. I was in error in
mentioning the junior Senator and I beg his pardon for bring-
ing him into the debate. I apologize to him.

Doctor Faubel is a real congenial gentleman, possessing cer-
tain characteristics. He has an extreme vanity. Senators who
are attorneys have seen such witnesses on the witness stand.
When once an attorney detects that characteristic in a witness,
he is always able to have the witness unburden his whole soul
and mind, and so Doctor Faubel proceeded to do to-day after I
had suggested or after another member of the committee had
suggested some very complimentary characterization of the
doctor.

Mr. President, no doubt many Senators will reecall the fact
that the press on last Saturday carried the very famous speech
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] delivered regarding
the tariff bill, and particularly regarding the * coalition.”
Well, Doctor Faubel gathers a lot of data. He is, no doubt, a
great investigator; and he very frankly says that he investi-
gated, and prepared the data and the information for the junior
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRuspy] when he was charac-
terizing certain of the Western States as “ backward " States;
and he thought he had done a very good job in preparing that
data and that information.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from West
Virginia?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. GOFF. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin, I have
a copy of the testimony given before the committee this morn-
ing, and I notice at the bottom of page 9 that Senator BLAINE
propounded this guestion:

How much of the data in Senator Gorr's speech is data that has
been prepared by you?

Mr, FAuBEL. I should say a good proportion of it, sir, I do not know
how much, but a very good bit.

I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that the only
“ preparation,” if that is the term, that was made by Doctor
Faubel was the looking up of certain statistics and the cor-
roborating of certain gathered facts. I will also say, with the
permission of the Senator, in reply to the rather characteristie
remarks of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, Nomris], that the
gathering of data is not preparing anything; it is the getting
together facts that already exist. When I made the statement
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that none of these data were prepared, I made that statement
with a full recognition of the meaning of the English language
that facts, which represent the truth and reflect the truth, are
not prepared by anyone; they are gathered together. A matter
which relates to opinion and inference from facts is prepared,
and nothing else.

Mr. BLAINH. Mr., President, of course, the Senator, if he
will read all the testimony, will find a great deal more than
he has read from it. I am not going into that; I am nrot
criticizing the senior Senator from West Virginia; I am telling
about Doctor Faubel and his connection with the American
Tariff League.

Mr. GRUNDY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? :

Mr. BLAINE. I yield for a question.

Mr. GRUNDY. May I ask if I understood the Senator from
Wisconsin to say that Doctor Faubel prepared the data that
were in the statements which were submitied by me when, as
a private citizen, I appeared before the lobby committee?

Mr. BLAINE. He used either the expression data or infor-
mation in respect to the material regarding the *“ backward"”
States which the Senator from Pennsylvania presented before
the committee.

Mr. GRUNDY. Mr., President, may I inform the Senator
from Wisconsin that Doctor Faubel never saw those statements
until they were made before the lobby committee at the time
of my appearance?

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, that question the Senator can
settle with Doctor Faubel and not with me. I am telling about
the testimony that was presented before the committee. I beg
the Senator's pardon, it was Mr. Doane and not Doctor Faubel.

Mr. GRUNDY. There have been so many other misstatements
made here that I should like to take them up seriatim and cor-
rect them as we go along.

Mr. BLAINE. I assure the Senator there will be no gues-
tion but that he will have complete opportunity to correct Mr.
Doane’s testimony and to correct Doctor Faubel's testimony,
and he ought to be given that opportunity and he will be given
that opportunity.

Mr. President, I have here a newspaper release of the speech
of the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] in refer-
ence to the tariff—the speech which he delivered on last Satur-
day. This newspaper release, of course, was prepared for the
convenience of the press reporters. It was a very lengthy re-
lease, some 11 pages of mimeograph copy, much of it single
spaced, embracing many hundred words. It will be recalled that
the speech was a very long one, and in order to simplify matters
for the reporters the American Tariff League, through Doctor
Faubel, prepared that release.

I want to read from the opening paragraph of that release,
Some of the newspapers carried that opening paragraph. The
language carried by those newspapers was not the language of
the reporter. The language that was contained in some of the
newspaper reports did not give the impression of the reporter
who sent in that report. The reporter sent in, no doubt, this
newspaper release; and by this method of newspaper releases,
Mr, President, is indicated the way by which the American Tariff
League undertook to impress the American people, and let it
appear as a most innocent news item in a daily newspaper, when,
as a matter of faect, it was written by Doctor Faubel, secretary
of the American Tariff League, and he so testified.

Senator Guy D. Gorr, Republican, of West Virginia, took the floor of
the Senate Chamber to-day, and in a speech that bore every evidence of
the most careful and exhaustive preparation.

[Laughter.]

The PRESIDING OFFICER rapped with his gavel.

Mr. BLAINE. That most “ careful and exhaustive prepara-
tion,” so far as the da‘a and information are concerned, Mr.
Faubel supplied. Continuing :

He attacked what he called the Senate coalition’'s manhandling of the
proposed new tariff bill and its ruthless, blind—

This is the language of Doctor Faubel, not of the Senator
from West Virginia—
its ruthless, blind, and unreasoning slaughter of important rate para-
graphs. BSenator GorFrF began his address—

Evidently this was prepared a number of days before; in
fact, Doctor Faubel testified that he had started some three
weeks ago to prepare the data and information for this speech—

Senator GoFF began his address with a historical review of the oper-
ation of the protective tariff.

And Doctor Faubel said that he procured the data and the
information for that historical review and for the part that
the “coalition " played,
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Mr. GOFF. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. GOFF. I think it may save time if T may interrupt the
Senator at this point. I am not inclined to contend with the
Senator; he is entitled to his opinion; he is entitled to answer
the speech made by me in this way, if he desires, and he is
entitled to be the spokesman of others if that is the plan or
the understanding; but when he is making these statements
why not make them according to the real facts of the testimony?

Doctor Faubel said that the speech delivered was mot a
speech prepared by him.

I say to the Senator that speech was not prepared by Doctor
Faubel ; it had been in preparation for a long, long time. It is
true that he was asked to look up some of the facts and to
corroborate certain matters that had been obscure. That is all
there is to it.

Mr. BLAINE. But the Senator——

Mr. GOFF. If the Senator will allow me, Doctor Faubel did
not make the statement that the speech was prepared by him.

Mr. BLAINE. Let me inform the Senator again that I have
not said that Doctor Faubel prepared the speech.

Mr. GOFF. I understood the Senator to say that.

Mr. BLAINBE. I have made no such inference, and when the
Senator attempts to put those words into my mouth he is en-
tirely mistaken. The Senator may, of course, build up a straw
man and then, in his great courage and bravery, proceed to
tear him down. I have not created any straw man; I have not
said that Doctor Faubel prepared the speech. I said that Doc-
tor Faubel prepared the release of the speech; and I am read-
ing from the document prepared by Doctor Faubel

Mr. GOFF. The Senator also referred to the data embodied
in the speech. I am just assuming that the Senator wants to
be fair, and that is the reason I am bringing this to the Sena-
tor's attention. Let me say that if the Senator prefers to pro-
ceed in his own way, and in his own time, I will promise now
not to interrupt him; but, in my own time and in my own way,
I will reply to the Senator.

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator, of course, will have that oppor-
tunity.

Mr. HARRISON.
question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. BLAINE. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. Referring to that part of the advance copy
which refers to a great speech, did Doctor Faubel write that
or did the Senator from West Virginia write it?

Mr. BLAINE. Doctor Faubel, as I recollect, testified that
the modesty of the Senator from West Virginia precluded him
from delivering such an encomium upon himself.

Mr, GOFF, Mr. President, those words coming from the
mouth of Mr. Faubel were put there by the junior Senator
from Wisconsin, according to the reading of the testimony.

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, Mr. President, Doctor Faubel is a pro-
fessor in a great university; he has had an academic training,
a professional training; he lectures before classes almost daily
when he is not engaged as a lobbylst for the American Tariff
League; and the Senator from Wisconsin would be utterly
incapable of putting words into the mouth of Doctor Faubel.
I thank the Senator, however, for his complimentary remarks.
Doctor Faubel is a very, very able gentleman. Now let me
finish this.

Senator Gorr began his address with a historical review of the oper-
ation of the protective-tariff policy in this country for the last hundred
years.

Mr. President, here is the interesting thing about this ad-
dress: Doctor Faubel brings to our attention the fact that he
received information that there was a question as to who should
deliver this address. The question was whether it was to be
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gruxnpy] or the
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorrl.

Possibly on my examination, I think the suggestion was made
that the American Tariff League was looking for an orator.
The speech evidently fell into the hands of the senior Senator
from West Virginia.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. GOFF. I will say to the Senator in that connection that
it was stated to me by the chairman of the Finance Committee,
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], that it was doubtful that
I could obtain the floor last week to deliver the speech to which
reference has been made., It was necessary that I be away dur-

Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
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ing this week, and I returned to-day at 12.30. I so informed
the Senator from Utah. I also informed the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. WaTsoxn], the floor leader, that I had in my pos-
session a speech which I desired and intended to deliver, and
that if I could not deliver it last week it would be impossible
for me to deliver it. I stated to several others that I had pre-
pared the speech and was ready to deliver it, but that it was
necessary for me to be absent this week, and that if the speech
could not be delivered last week it would not be possible for me
to deliver the speech.

Those are the facts, regardless of what the rumors may have
been to the contrary,

Mr. NORRIS. DMr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BLAINE. I do.

Mr. NORRIS. That explanation ought to be satisfactory.
That makes it all plain.

Mr. BLAINE. Perfectly plain. There is no doubt about it,
The Senator from West Virginia delivered the speech.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before the Senator proceeds,
I should like to ask him another question. Did the doctor
explain to the committee how they happened to decide on the
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] instead of the
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gruxpy] to deliver
this speech?

Mr. BLAINE. No; Doctor Faubel did not elucidate the
proposition very much, because the information I have stated
came to him as coming from some one; but I am not interested
in who prepared the speech for the semior Senator from West
Virginia. I have not any doubt but that he delivered it. That,
however, is not the question. The thing is that in this whole
tariff debate, and during the entire consideration of the tariff
bill, there have been these unseen and unclean hands of special
interests—not only unseen hands, -Mr. President, I remark,
but vnelean hands. It has been fully developed—evidence has
been produced beyond the peradventure of a doubt—that a
“ plunderbund " has been organized on this tariff bill outside of
the Senate by speecial interests whereby they propose to boost
the tariff rates higher and higher on oil, sugar, lumber, chemi-
cals, cement, plate glass, and the whole category of industrial
commodities.

There is no doubt about it, no question about it. I am not
going to review what I said the other day with respect to the
oil tariff. No one dares to dispute the clear evidence that a
deal was made to trade oil for sugar and sugar for oil. The
lumber interests were in that deal. I have no doubt that the
unseen hand of the cement interests was in that deal; and the
evidence is developing daily that those interests who want to
get their hands into the pockets of the people of America have
formed a combination—an unholy combination—to drive through
by the steam-roller process this bill, with all of these proposed
increases upon the commodities to which I have referred, and
thereby write a tariff bill even more indefensible than the
House bill.

The American Tariff League has been in that organization.
The Southern Tariff Association has been in it, The American
Taxpayers’ League has been a part of it. Certain so-called
farm representatives in Washington have been a part of that
combination. All the selfish interests, all the racketeers, have
combined their interests to steam-roller this tariff bill, with
these increased rates, through the Senate. The American
Tariff Leagune News Burean moved from 333 Transportation
Building to 322 Senate Office Building, to take command.

I think the people of this country are entitled to have the
facts laid bare as we constantly drag them out from the corners
of darkness and shielded places.

Mr. BLAINE subsequently said: I ask that I may read into
the Recorp a portion of the testimony given this morning before
the lobby committee, and that it may immediately follow my
previous remarks. It comprises a very few questions and
answers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
permission to do so will be granted.

Mr. BLAINE. After discussing the data that Doctor Faubel
had prepared for the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr],
the following testimony was adduced :

Senator Braixm. Well, after this data was prepared there was some
question as to who should deliver the speech, was there not? That is,
you had a sort of a conference to determine who would be the most
appropriate Benator to deliver the speech?

Mr. Faueer. I did not have that conference, Senator.
there was some consideration being given as to——

Benator BLaISE. As to who should deliver the speech?

Mr, FAuBeL. As to who should deliver it, yes.

I knew that




Benator Brarve. From whom did you get that information?

Mr. FauneL. It may have been from SBenator Gorr.

Benator BLaiNE. Or Senator GRUNDY 7

Mr. FauBeL. Possibly.

Mr. Brane. Well, what did they talk abont when you received tha
information ? . -

Mr. FAuRer. When 1 received what information, Senator?

Mr. Braixge., That some guestion as to who should deliver the speech
based upon the data that you had prepared?

Mr. Fauper, As I recall it, simply that it had not been declded who
would make the best presentation of it, and that was to be decided, but
that was no part of my job.

Mr. GOFF. Myr. President, there is little I desire to say in
reply to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, Braixe] but I do
rise to a question of personal privilege and personal statement.

1 am surprised that a committee of the Senate—an agency, so
to speak, of the Senate legislatively, morally, and legally—
should assume always to cast reflections, sometimes directly,
more often indirectly, upon those whose views are not in accord
with theirs. I think that when a subcommittee of the Senate so
acts and so reports it is transgressing its anthority, and it is not
making to the Senate a report consonant with the motives that
actuate this body in ereating or in appointing such a committee.

Mr. President, if the Senate should undertake to investigate
the sonrces of data and facts contained in all the speeches I
wonder when it could find or it would have the time to devote
to its proper legisiative functiong. The whole purpose of the
remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin is to make, in the way
in which he hopes and thinks it does, some reflective answer
to the speech to which he refers. That speech speaks for itself,
Mr. Pregident; and I do not intend to repeat it or even to at-
tempt to justify it. You ean go through it with the fine-toothed
comb of the coalition, and you can not find anything that does
not smack of the truth based on the facts. It is devoid of
opinion ; it is devoid of rancor; and it has not in it any personal
animadversions whatsoever.

Mr. President, I wonder if this committee, when it seems to
come in with one spokesman, as it has done on 80 many occa-
glons, is reporting for the committee. If he is reporting for the
lobby committee, obviously that committee has transgressed its
prerogative.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question ?

Mr. GOFF. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. What is the Senator complaining about?
Does he object because the facts are developed? Is that it?

Mr. GOFF. I am objecting to the inferences contained in the
remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLANg].

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, well, I thought it was the committee
that the Senator was complaining about.

Mr. GOFF. I do not know whether the committee is back of
this. Possibly it is.

Mr, CARAWAY. The committee is back of any investigation
that develops the facts. If the Senator objects to the facts, he
will have to object to the witnesses. If the Senator objects to
the fact that the American Tariff League furnished him certain
information, we are not responsible for it. We did not ask
the Senator to take it.

Mr. GOFF. I have a right to obtain the facts, if they be
facts, from any source whatsoever.

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no one objects to that. Does the Sen-
ator object to the people knowing that he does it?

Mr. GOFF. Not in the least, not a bit of it.

bﬁiri? CARAWAY. Then what is the Senator compluining
abou

Mr. GOFF. I am complaining, as I will state before I finish,
why the Senator from Arkansas takes exception to what I am
saying about a committee of which he is a member.

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, Mr. President, I do not take exception
to anything the Senator says. I do not know the origin of his
remarks, and I would not except to them if I knew. All the
committee does—and all I wanted to say was that I thought
as I listened to the Senator that he was complaining about
what the committee did. If he is complaining about what the
Benator from Wisconsin said, of course that is a question
between him and the Senator from Wisconsin.

There is not a line in what the commiftee did except what
somebody swore to under oath. If they told a lie, then the Sena-
tor ean denounce them for it. They made the record, and every
line of it has been made by pecple who were friendly to the
cause that the Senator from West Virginia was supporting.

Mr., GOFF. Mr, President, the Senator from Arkansas has
now delivered himself of his opinion, which he is entitled to do.

Mr. CARAWAY. It is not opinion; it is the faet.

Mr. GOFF. Now I shall continue my remarks.
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- The complaint I am making is that whenever the lobby com-
mittee sees fit to reply to something that some one has said or
done whose actions or whose voice does not meet with the ap-
proval of the committee, the committee attempts, by bringing
out some testimony before it, to cast reflections upon the Senator
so speaking.

‘Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West
Virginia yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. GOFF. I yield.

Mr, WALSH of Montana, The remarks of the Senator are
in the nature of a criticism of the action of the committee,
Indeed, he was quite direct in his accusations against the com-
mittee. The committee found Mr. Faubel in charge of the work
of the American Tariff League here, active in connection with
this tariff legislation. They had him on the stand some time
ago, and he told guite at length about his activities. He was
again on the stand to-day. Does the Senator contend that it
was improper of the committee to find out from Mr. Faubel
what he had been doing? r

Mr. GOFF. Not in the least. :

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is all the committee did.

Mr. GOFF. I make no such complaint. I am addressing
myself now to the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But the Senator went further, as
I understood him, and criticized the committee for something it
had done.

Mr. GOFF. 1 am not criticizing the committee, unless the
committee is authorizing these piecemeal reports from time to
time by some Member who speaks, apparently, in his own
behalf.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, The Senator did not undertake to
speak for the committee.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GOFF. 1 yield.

Mr. HASTINGS. I want to inquire whether there has been
any report from the committee to the Senate as to what
happened to-day. .

Mr, GOFF. None that I know of, and it is to that question I
was addressing myself.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GOFF. Certainly.

Mr. BLAINE. I want to state for the benefit of the Senator
from West Virginia that I spoke in my own right, as a Member
of this body, using material that is of a public character and
of a public nature, which has been transcribed and will be
printed, as all other committee proceedings are printed.

Mr, HASTINGS., And before the committee makes a report
to the Senate.

Mr. BLAINE. I am not bound to delay any comments I
chooge to make by what the committee may or may not do.
This information is information to which the public is entitled
and entitled to now. I make no excuse or apology for having
delivered to this body the information brought before the com-
mittee this morning, and I am surprised at the Senator that he
should suggest a criticism when a Senator undertakes to pre-
sent to this body information that is material to a consideration
of the tariff bill.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator from West
Virginia yield further?

Mr. GOFF. I yield

Mr. HASTINGS. The only point I make is whether or not
it is from the committee, or whether it is merely from a mem-
ber of the committee who is reciting what happened there.
That is the only point I make.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, let me digress just one momrent
in support of the statement I made that when some Member of
this body takes a position that is not popular with many other
Members of the body he is attacked by the committee or by
some member of the committee speaking in his own right, as
he has a perfect right to do.

Let me take tbe testimony of the lobby investigating hear-
ings, and let nre refer to a fact which I have never heard any
member of the committee develop or bring out, and which I
never heard the junior Senator from Wisconsin bring out.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GOFF, Certainly I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the Senator whether,

speaking of the information the Senator received from Doctor
Faubel, the doctor approached the Senator and gave the in-
formation, or did the Senator approach the doetor?

Mr. GOFF. I approached the doctor, because I wanted some
one to make tariff investigations for me; and I wanted him to
check up my data and 1 went to him, sought him out.

Mr, NORRIS. And he did the work?
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Mr. GOFF. He did just what I asked him to do, and he sub-
mitted to mre certain data which, as he said this morning in
answer to a question propounded by Senator WaALsH, was
largely in the form of notes and memoranda, which was true,
and which he handed to me.

Now, I want to call the Senate's attention to a similar trans-
action here in the Senate to which I ean not recall any reference
having been made by any member of the lobby committee. It
was when the lobby committee was examining on Tuesday,
January 14, 1930, Mr. Eungene R. Pickerel. The question was
asked him by Senator RosinsonN of Indiana:

When did you see Sensator Moses?

Mr. PicREREL. This year, do you mean, 19307

Senator RomiNsoN of Indiana, I mean 1929, during this tariff con-
troversy.

Mr. PickeagL, 1 have seen Senator MosES at different times. I
can't say what times. I bave known Sepator Moses sinee 1921 or 1922,
Whenever I am in Washington and have been since that time and have
had a moment I drop into the office and pay my respects to him—since
1922, I have been down here at divers times, long before the tarif
bill was under consideration by Congress, and 1 would drop up here
to see him.

Benator Rominson of Indiana, Whom else did you see?

Mr, PicKEREL. I saw Senator LA FoLrLETTE and Senator Kixg,

Senator Romiyson of Indiana. How much time did you spend with
Senator LA FOLLETTE?

Mr. PicEEREL. Oh, very little. I could not say how much time.

Senator RoBiNsoN of Indiana. Did you work with Senator La FoLLETTE
any?

Mr. PicgEREL, I prepared some material for him at his request.

Senator RoeiNsoN of Indiana, Was the material used?

Mr. PICEEREL. I can't say. Some of it.

SBenantor Romrwsox of Indiana. Any of it that you know of?

Mr. PICKEEREL. Some of it.

Senator RoBINSON of Indiana. How?

My, PicKEREL. Some of it on the floor of the Senate,

Senator RopiNsoN of Indiana. In speeches?

Mr, PICKEREL. Yes.

SBenator RopixsoN of Indiana. The matter that you had prepared——

Mr. PickEreL. Portions of it—woven in, you know.

Senator RopiNsoN of Indiana. Woven In; you say? How do you mean
* woven in"?

Mr. PicKEREL. Well, it is not my language, or anything like that.
He asked me for material and I gathered it for him.

Benator CARAWAY. Would you mind explaining to me what you mean
by “ material”?

My, PickEREL. Facts or statements of statistics.

Senator CarawAy. Figures with reference to manufactures, imports,
duties, and so on?

Mr. PiCEEREL. Manufactures, imports, duties, and so forth, and I
prepared for him, you might eall it, a primer in the chemical schedule.

Senator RoBIxsoN of Indiana. A primer?

My, PIcKEREL. You can call it a primer or a digest or whatever you
wish to call it. It covered all of the amendments, either by the House
or the Senate Finance Committee, on these commodities covered by these
amendments, It was imports, exports, tariff history, uses, and so forth.
I will be glad to give you a copy and give it to the committee,

Senator RoBiNsoN of Indiana, Well, it is in the record.

Mr. PICEEREL. No, no.

Senator CARAWAY. You would have to give us a hornbook, you know.

Mr. PicKEREL. It is quite a document. I will be glad to give it to
you,

Senator BLAINE. You say it is not in the record?

Mr. PiCKEREL. No, no.

Senator RosinsoN of Indiana, I understood you to say it was woven
in.

Mr. PicREREL. Well, I prepared figures, and so forth. He might
have put some of those in the record.

Senator RoBIiNsox of Indiana. Might have?

Mr. PICKEREL. He might have referred to it.

Senator RomNsoN of Indiana. Well, don't you know it is in? Why
do youn say * might have"?

Mr. PrcREREL, Well, I think it is. This is all obtainable.

Senator RopinsoN of Indiana, Well, now, you think—you know it is,
don’t you?

Mr. PicKEREL, That is all obtained from Government statistics, Gov-
ernment publications, and so forth,

This examination proceeded, and also brought out certain
other facts relating to the preparation and the obtaining of data
for Senator Kine. It is not necessary to proceed with it, but
what I say, and what I said at the beginning of my remarks,
is simply this, no reference has been made by this committee
to the testimony of Doctor Pickerel and no reference has been
made to his testimony concerning Senator La Forrmrre. But

when some one comes in before this committee and says, “I
obtained some data for Senator Gorr,” then, of course, they
say that the data were prepared, and the inference is given out
that Doetor Faubel prepared the speech which I delivered on
this floor last Saturday.

I care not who thinks I did not prepare this speech. It
speaks for itself, as I said. But what I do object to, and what
I will continue to object to, is that I should have my conduct
in reference to asking some one for data picked out and made
the subject of discussion here, when other Members of this
body can ask for a multiple of the information requested from
Doctor Pickerel, a great chemical expert, who says that he
prepared data and statistics and then supposedly sat in the
gallery and heard what he had prepared emanate from the lips
of Senators upon the floor of the Senate in justification of the
contention which they made.

Again, I say, such conduct, regardless of whether it be the
voice of the committee or the voice of a member of the com-
mittee appointing himself to speak for himself, is unfair; that
it is ungenerous to pick out those whose speeches you disapprove
and suppress and submerge any and all reference to those whose
speeches you do approve.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. GOFF. 1 yield.

Mr. KEAN. I would just like to ask the Senator who Doctor
Pickerel is. I do not know who he is.

Mr. GOFF. I understand that Doctor Pickerel is a repre-
sentative of the foreign importers here in the city.

Mr. KEAN. Does he represent the German interests?

Mr. GOFF. I understand he represents the German interests
in the city of Washington and that he has represented their
interests in the tariff hearings here in the Senate. That is my
understanding. I have never met the gentleman, and have never
gone at all into the question of either his heredity or his present
employment,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GOFF. I yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T hope the Senator in referring to the
testimony and drawing inferences from it will confine himself
to the testimony. The Senator just stated that he presumed
that Doctor Pickerel went into the gallery and listened to the
data which he had prepared being nttered by the Senators for
whom he prepared it. If the Senator will trouble himself to
look at the exhibit which Doctor Pickerel filed with the com-
mittee, he will find that it is a factual statement of imports
and exports and the uses of chemicals, prepared from official
documents. It was not made a part of any speech made by me
excepting as I used the statistical and chemiecal information
which it contained. That exhibit is now on file in the com-
mittee. It is a document of upward of 300 pages.

Mr. GOFF. 1 desire to be perfectly fair with the Senator,
and I am very glad the Senator ecalled my attention to that.
What I had in mind when I made the remark I did was the
testimony of Doctor Pickerel on page 4975. I read it once, but
let me reread it:

Senator RoBiNsoN of Indiana. Was the material used?

Mr. PICKEREL. I can't say? Some of it.

Senator Romixsox of Indiana. Any of it that you know of?

Mr. PICEEREL. Some of it.

Benator Rorinsox of Indiana., Fow?

Mr. PICEEREL. Some of it on the floor of the Senate,

Senator RopixsoN of Indiana. In speeches?

Mr. PiCEERRL, Yes.

Senator RoBINSON of Indiana. The matter that you had prepared——
Mr. PickEREL. Portions of it—woven in, you know.

Mr. GLENN rose.

Mr. GOFF. I had that fact in mind when I made the state-
ment that Mr, Pickerel, not having the privilege of the floor, no
doubt heard this from the gallery.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But I asked the Senator to confine him-
self to the testimony as it was adduced before the committee, in
which Doctor Pickerel testified that the primer which he pre-
pared for me and a copy of which I filed with the committee, was
compiled from Government statisties and contained information
of a statistical character. I judge from the inference which the
Senator drew from it that he was under the impression that
Doctor Pickerel had testified that he had prepared certain lan-
guage which had been woven into any speeches which I de-
livered. on the floor. That was not the fact.

Mr. GOFF. I did not mean to draw that conclusion or that
inference at all.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. GOFF. I will yield first to the Senator from Illinois,
who tried previously to interrupt me.
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Mr. GLENN. I slmply rose to ask if that was not likewise
true of the testimony concerning the data furnished to the
Senator from West Virginia? It came from official sources and
was a statement of facts turned over to him as a means of in-
formation. I think if the Senator from West Virginia has made
any grave error in this matter about which he has been so
violently assailed here, it was because he has violated the rule
or practice followed by some other Members of the Senate in
obtaining information for use before the Senate.

Mr. GOFF. I now yield to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. BLAINE. In connection with the primer to which the
Senator referred, I want to advise the Senator that the primer
on chemicals, which was a statement of facts, in relation to
each chemical, was delivered to the committee and the Senator
from Indiana [Mr, Rogixson] had the use of that primer when
he was investigating a proposal to put on the free list all chem-
icals that enter into fertilizer. 1 would like the Senator to
have the information that the primer was available to anyone
who chose to come and obtain it from the committee.

Mr. GOFF. Where is that primer, may I ask?

Mr. BLAINE. The last I know of the primer is when it was
in the possession of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBIiNsoxn].

Mr. GOFF. Was it a primer of American or foreign sta-
tisties?

Mr. BLAINE, Oh, no; it was not a primer of statistics at
all. The Senator has seen the United States Pharmacopeia?

Mr. GOFF. Yes.

Mr. BLAINE. It was in the nature of that publication.

Mr. GOFF. And it related to chemicals as they came into
this country?

Mr. BLAINE. Obh, no. It related to a description of chem-
icals, a scientific description of chemiecals.

Mr. GOFF. It was a sort of a medical book for beginners?

Mr, BLAINH. The Senator might so characterize it and not
be very far from the truth.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I do not care to say anything
further except to make this remark to the Senator from Wis-
consin and some of his associates, that I am not in the least
embarrassed by what he has said. I have been amused rather
than embarrassed. I wanted merely to call his atfention to
the fact that I think it is futile, and I do not think it is guite
becoming or creditable to resort in a matter of this character
to such tactics.

Mr. GRUNDY. Mr. President, I desire to occupy only a
moment or two of the time of the Senate, but it seems to me
that in view of the discussion that has been going on, there are
a few facts that ought to be presented to get the record straight.

I was asked on the floor of the Senate yesterday several
questions by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAwAY], and
I gave, as nearly as 1 could at the time, a concise answer to
the questions asked, without having at all in mind the back-
ground or the use that might be made of them. The question
concerning my offices has been brought into the discussion and
certain statements have been made which are entirely out of
order and not in accordance with the facts. The offices which
have been allotted to me by the Committee on Rules are under
the direction, and exclusively under the direction and control,
of my secretary, Mr. Leighton C. Taylor, who has charge of
the personnel that occupies those offices. Mr. Doane has noth-
ing whatever to do with either one of those offices.

Mr. Doane has been identified with me in various economic
and civic work for a period of six or seven or eight years. His
is one of the brightest minds that I know of in the economie
field, and especially as connected with the tariff. The only rea-
son he is not in the offices which I occupy in the Senate Office
Building is that there is no room there for him to do the kind
of work that he has to do. Owing to the vast number of peo-
ple who are visiting there all the time, it is impossible for him
to concentrate there as his duties require.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn-
gylvania yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. GRUNDY. I yield.

Mr. BLAINE. Has not Mr. Doane a desk and typewriter
in room 322, Senate Office Building?

Mr. GRUNDY. I take it he has the use of it when he stops
in there to do any work. There are a number of desks and
t;ffpe;writers there, and I have no doubt he has the use of any
of them.

ﬁiMr. BLAINE. He testified that he did his typing in that
office. :

Mr, GRUNDY. He may do so at times when he is there, If
it had been possible for me to have had so valuable and useful
a man in the office with me, I would have wanted to have him
there; but it was not possible, owing to the vast number of
people that come here from Pennsylvania who want to discuss
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their tariff problems with some one attached to the office. There-
fore, by his suggestion and by common consent, he made his
headquarters at the Lafayette Hotel and for days at a time
never came near the Senate Office Building. When he would
come there with work that T wanted or which prompted me to
send for him to come there, and there were corrections or
alterations to be made in his work, naturally he would make
use of any of the office appliances which were available. As
I have said to the Senator from Wisconsin, naturally he would
usge, in this office where the stenographers were and where the
typewriters were, the appliances that were there, placed there
at my disposal.

There is nothing at all there that is not connected with any
other Senator’s office. Mr. Doane is doing statistical work for
me—the same kind of work that others are doing for Senators
who are interested in the tariff. The only difference is that
because of the vast number of industries which we have in
Pennsylvania and their very great aud earnest interest in the
tariff situation, more people, vastly more people, are brought
to my offices, and especially so with the senior Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] away, than probably come to the
offices of the average Senator,

When I stated yesterday that Mr. Doane’s headquarters were
at the Lafayette Hotel and that he visited the Senate Office
Building from time to time, I was entirely within the facts;
and the reasons for that were not because it was not my desire
that he should be there—and he properly should be there—but
it is almost impossible for him to perform the services that were
assigned to him there, in the midst of the great number of people
who are continually interrupting, and in the midst of the hum
of the typewriters and all that sort of thing.

I wanted to get that fact into the REcorp, because it has been
intimated that there was some dark and hidden secret, or con-
nivance with somebody, somehow, or somewhere, to put some-
thing over on the American people that could not or should not
be seen by light of day.

In the course of the work that was done prior to my entering
the Senate, when I had offices of my own in the Transportation
Building, we accumulated certain data in regard to the tariff, -
We had a large number of people coming there, all of whom were
interested in the tariff, and we had different briefs and different
Government publications and other matters that pertained to
the tariff. When I was indueted into office and took possession
of the rooms which were assigned to me in the Senate Office
Building, I naturally brought that informatign and those pub-
lications with me and placed them in the only room that I had
that would hold them, namely, room 322, which has been re-
ferred to. It was not the moving of that office up there. It was
simply the moving of the data which is being used by me and by
those who are associated with me and by those who come here
from Pennsylvania and want information and help.

I have been obliged to have a number of secretaries, extra
typists, and extra stenographers, owing to the pressure of busi-
ness. They have been paid for by myself, at no expense to the
Government, and there has been no effort to unload them on
the Government. This help has been employed in order that I
might properly and effectively represent the people of the State
of Pennsylvania. They come down here, the representatives of
industry and the representatives of labor alike, many of them
in dire distress as a consequence of foreign competition which
our tariff duties should curb. And I shall continue to do all
that I ecan to procure for them the protection they require and
which was pledged to them by the platform of the Republican
Party, which party is supposed nmow to be in control of the
Government.

If there is anything I have not done that I could do, or if
there is anything more that I can do to help those industries
and their labor, I want to do it. Moreover, if there were more
men like Mr. Doane that I could get, if there were half a dozen
men like him that I could get to be here on this work, to help
bring information, to help bring arguments, to help bring statis-
tics, that would perhaps convince the Senate that higher rates
should be put in the bill, and by which proper protection of
those industries and their labor could be brought about, I cer-
tainly would want to have those men here. I have no apologies
whatever to make for the relationship, or for the manner in
which his services are being performed. They are the best ar-
rangements that possibly can be made under the crowded condi-
tion under which Senators are assigned room here in the Senate
Office Building, even for as large a State as that from which I
come, for the performance of my duties as a representative of
that State in the Senate.

ADDITIONAL PETITION PRESENTED

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma presented a petition of sundry

citizens of Comanche County, Okla., praying for the passage
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of legislation granting Increased pensions to Spanish War vet-
erans, which was ordered to lie on the table.

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which were referred the following bills, reporfed them
each without amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 3440) authorizing the exchange of 663 square feet
of property acquired for the park system for 2,436 square feet
of neighboring property, all in the Klingle Ford Valley, for
addition to the park system of the National Capital (Rept. No.
259) ; and

A bill (8. 3441) to effect the consolidation of the Turkey
cThicket playground, recreation, and athletic field (Rept. No.
260).

INTERNATIONAL FUR TRADE EXHIBITION AND CONGRESS

Mr. CAPPER. From the Committee on Foreign Relations, I
report back favorably with two slight amendments the joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 205) to provide for the expenses of par-
ticipation by the United States in the International Fur Trade
Exhibition and Congress to be held in Germany in 1930, and
I submit a report (No. 258) thereomn.

This measure has the approval of the President, of the De-
partment of State, of the Department of Commerce, and of the
Department of Agriculture, and it has passed the House. I ask
for its immediate consideration.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. I understand the Senator to
gay that it is a unanimous report of the committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that it
was a unanimous report.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. There is no objection to its
passage from any source of which the Senator is aware?

Mr. CAPPER. It is a unanimous report of the committee
and has the approval of three Cabinet officers.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the appropriation
authorized?

Mr, CAPPER. Thirty thousand dollars.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have no objection.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

The amendments of the Committee on Foreign Relations
were, on page 2, line 3, after the words “ expenses of,” to strike
out “the delegates in attending® and insert “ participation by
the United States in,” and in line 5, after the word “elsewhere "
to insert “but not including expenses or salaries of delegates,
for,” so as to make the joint resolution read:

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he
is hereby, authorized and requested to accept the invitation of the
German Government to participate in the Internmational Fur Trade
Exhibition and Congress, to be held in Leipzig, Germany, durlng June,
July, August, September, 1930, and to appoint delegates to said Inter-
national Fur Trade Exhibition and Congress.

Sgc. 2. That the sum of $30,000, or as much thereof as may be
necessary, iz hereby authorized to be appropriated for the payment
of the expenses of participation by the United States in such Congress,
inclnding the compensation of the employees in the Distriet of Columbia
and elsewhere, but not including expenses or galaries of delegates,
for preparation, transportation, and demonstration of an appropriate
exhibit portraying the development of the fur industry in the United
States, the production, conservation, and utilization of fur as a natural
resource, and demonstrating the importanee of forests as natural habi-
tats for fur animals, transportation, subsistence, or per diem in lleu of
subsistence (notwithstanding the provisions of any other act), printing
and binding, rent, and such miscellaneous and other expenses as the
Pregident shall deem proper.

Mr. CAPPER. The purpose of the second amendment is to
prevent any possibility of delegates being appointed at the ex-
penge of the Government,

The amendments were agreed to..

The joint resolution was reported to the Senafe as amended,
and the amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint
resolution to be read a third time”

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed.

ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED -

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred, as follows:

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 3836) for the relief of David McD. Shearer; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma :

A Dbill (S. 3837) for the relief of Patrick J. Mulkaren; to the
Committee on Claims.
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. Fess (Mr. Joxes in the chair) the Commit-
tee on the Library was discharged from the further considera-
tion of the bill (8. 8811) to provide a southern approach to the
Arlington Memorial Bridge, and for other purposes, and it was
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

MOUNT VERNON-ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE HIGHWAY

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (8. 3168) to amend the act entitled “An act to
authorize and direct the survey, construction, and maintenance
of a memorial highway to connect Mount Vernon, in the State
of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial Bridge across the
Potomae River at Washington,” by adding thereto two new
sections, to be numbered sections 8 and 9, which was, on page 3,
to strike out lines 16 to 25, inclusive, and all of page 4, and also
lines 1 to 5, inclusive, on page 5.

And to amend the title so as to read: “An act to amend the
act entitled ‘An aet to authorize and direct the survey, construc-
tion, and maintenance of a memorial highway to connect Mount
Vernon, in the State of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial
Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington,” by adding
thereto a new section, to be numbered section 8.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, is the differ-
ence between the House and the Senate as to the Mount Vernon
Highway serious?

Mr. FESS. It really is, in my opinion. The Senate provided
for a method by which we could conduct a concession building
at the other end of the memorial, and the House committee
cut that out. I think it is quite important.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I agree with the Senator. I
hope the Senate provision will be sustained in conference. I
also hope we will get speedy action on the bill, which has great
merit, and is really a great and important national undertaking.

Mr, FESS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment of the House, ask for a conference, and that the Chair
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from Ohio.

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer appointed
Mr. Fess, Mr. Howgrr, and Mr. MocKeLLAR conferees on the part
of the Senate. -

THE FUTUERE OF THE UNITED STATES—ADDRESS EY BENATOR DAVID
I. WALSH

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the CoNerESSIONAL RECORD an address by the
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WarLsu] on the Future
of the United States, which was delivered last evening over
the National Broadcasting Radio Forum.

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

My fellow Americans, from an infant Nation of scarcely more than a
dogen States and some 4,000,000 people, we have grown to a Union of
48 Btates, with a population of approximately 130,000,000. We enjoy
every advantage of varied climate and material resources over a vast
territory. We have 100 cities of over 100,000 population, linked
together by a system of transportation secure and rapid beyond the
dreams of the past. Our farms number nearly six and one-half million,
and the annual value of farm products runs well over $12,000,000,000.
Qur mineral products in 1928 were worth about five and one-half bil-
lions, and our manufactured products nearly sixty-three billions.

We possess not only immense natural resources but also a freedom
of Intercourse, personal and commercial, never before heard of. More
than any other people we enjoy also the benefits of amazing inventions
that affect our lives happily at a hundred points. Last year there
were, for instance, over 32,000,000 automobiles in use in the United
States—more than three-fourths of all in the world. Marvelous, in-
deed, and unparalleled is America’s record of material progress!

To what source can we trace the existence and development of our
stupendous growth and power? Foremost is the realization of how
bounteous Nature and Nature's God has been to us, Innumerable, in-
deed, are the blessings upon our efforts and those of our forbears,
bestowed by the Supreme Being. Without His guidance and support
all the vast edifice of might and power and prosperity we boast of
would crumble to naught. Every right-minded citizen will agree with
me that we owe a generous recognition to the Supreme Being who has
bestowed upon us solely this wealth of resources upon a scale never
before witnessed in this world. We owe to Him the great fundamental
duties of all religions—worship, gratitude, praise, and prayer. What-
ever the forms we use, we are only discharging the debt of our hearts
to our Creator and our Provider when we acknowledge His love and
His never-falling concern for the welfare of the great, numerous, and
prosperous people whom He has brought together in this Nation in the
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heart of the New World for wonderful designs of His own, but surely
for the permanent uplifting and a true progress of all mankind,

Another outstanding ecause of our material welfare ia the character
of liberality and security of the fundamental institutions which the
founders of the Nation established. Definitely and inspiringly did they
express their noble purpose in the words of the Constitution’s preamble,
“In order to form a more perfect union, establish justice, * * *
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and to our posterity.”

“ Establish justice!” This is the beginning and the end, the alpha
and the omega of Americanism. Equality of rights and opportunity,
unmolested pursuit of happiness, free assembly, free speech, free press,
free pulpit, free ballot—these are the foundations upon which om
political and social institutions have been built. It is the spirit that
inspired these principles and the application of them that alone is the
solution of our future civie, social, and economie problems. In whatever
direction we turn for aid, imspiration, and guidance, we revert agaln
and again to the founders and their liberal and sagacious political
philosophy.

“ Establish justice!" Let me digress a moment to quote a few of
the great sayings of great men with respect to justice:

Justinian, the greatest of lawmakers, says, * Justice is a firm and
continuous desire to render to everyone that which is his due.”

Britain's peerless statesman, Edmund Burke, proclaimed, * Justice is
the great standing policy of civil society.”

Our own Whittier has ecalled justice *the hope of all who suffer;
the dread of all who wrong.”

Cicerp puts it thus, “ The foundations of justice are that none shall
be harmed, and next, that the common weal be served.”

The problem of our future is not merely to preserve material great-
ness and prosperity; rather the problem is to preserve the soul and
spirit of America. The ideals and principles of the founders constitute
the Nation's soul. If we lose the spirit of the fathers, we lose all—
both material greatness and that which makes it worth having.

Our very accomplishments and achievements, our conquering power
over things material, constitute our greatest dangers. Without a
continuing and growing justice there will come into existence a vast
mechanism of oppression—and a great subversion of our liberties—and
the priceless heritage of our people will be gone. Those now living, if
that happens, will not bequeath to their children what was handed
down to them.

There are, indeed, many developments of our time that may well give
us concern and cauose us to give heed to what is perhaps our chief
national failing—an easy-going and unthinking optimism. We take it
altogether too much for granted that we shall continue to be fortunate;
that ours is a land of destiny ; that our superior and extensive system
of education will always produce a sound discretion; that our natural
resources will be inexhaustible and our genius never dimmed.

A great shift has taken place in our time from the political and
social problems of a ploneer society to the dangers and problems of a
grown-up nation of unprecedented proportions and power to serve man-
kind. In contrast to the past, the political problems of the future will
be chiefly economic. Formerly our great treasury of natural resources
made it unnecessary that much consideration be given to insuring an
equal chance for all in the race of life. Now, with the steady depletion
of our natural resources and tration of ec ic power we must
look more carefully into economiec conditions and their effect upon the
masses of the people.

The economic problems of the day, becoming ever more and more com-
plex, evolve around the struggle of the masses in their natural aspirations
to have a reasonable chance in life. In every part of the world the great
struggle now, often involving political recomstructions, is for a more
equitable distribution of wealth and opportunities. In certaln countries
the masses are going to extremes in their attempts to win this struggle
which, in a different form, is here also. Our very economic greatness,
our industrial efficiency, our highly speeded mnass production, the vast
scale of our industrial and commercial units, raises challenging questions
and brings them closer to our people than ever before.

The perceptions and aspirations of the poor, of the working man and
woman, the multitude, must be recognized and dealt with adeguately.
We must not think entirely of the strong and powerful. We must not
think only of ourselves, or of our particular social class, or of our polit-
feal party. More than ever we must watch, work, and think for the
common welfare; and realize what are the means alone by which these
problems can be solved. It is by establishing that justice—in this in-
stance, economic justice—which the fathers of the Republic decreed.
“ Abolish justice,” once said Bt. Augustine, “ and what are governments
but great robberies?™ Not only governments but economic systems
resting upon them, may become great instruments of oppression and
denial of opportunity.

ESTABLISH JUSTICE

The establishing of justice in our time means the adequate facing and
handling of complicated economic questions; and they are difficult be-
cause of their complexity. They require wide acquaintance with facts
and an amount of study that the average man is hardly in a position
to give. He can not take the time; he is necessarily engrossed in the
stern struggle to provide a livelihood for his family. It is not to be
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wondered at, therefore, that in desperation and perplexity, many may
be led to form judgments through prejudice and consequently to accept
unsound remedies, or be swept into the adoption of one or another of
the dangerous “isms” of the day. More than ever is there need of
statesmanship and of education in the people, that seeks truth and jus-
tice and an understanding of our fundamental political ideals, to serve
as the support of statesmanship.

Great as are the dangers and the difficulties, so even more efficacious
are our splritual resources to overcome them—the fruits of wide-spread
education, free political institutions, the good sense and well-directed
ambition of our people and a wholesome family life. There is no force
or influence for our future security greater than the family. The family
is a little state, the school of all the basic virtues, From the prudent
family ever springs foresight, thrift, economy, equality between parents
and children, patien2e and resignation in trial, the spirit of mutnal con-
cession, forbearance, and the urge to progress. The 1deals of the family
bumanize and correct the dangerous elements of our being; they leal
and purify the coarser traits of human nature; in a word, they culti-
vate and spread abroad the sense and spirit of justice. The future of
America is in the keeping of the American family.

Not for a moment should we be content with merely holding the
ground won, with digging in and standing where we now are. We
should lay hold on a new and truly ambitious and achievable program
for the substantial betterment of economic conditions and our social
life. We should hold in our thought that there is a great prize ahead
of us and that we have the determination and intelligence to win it.
I ean not perhaps do better to help arouse you to clvie service than
to close by quoting the stanzas of a great English poem by William
Blake.

And did those feet in anclent time

Walk upon England’'s mountain green?
And was the holy Lamb of God

On England’'s pleasant pastures seen?
And did the Countenance Divine

Shine forth upon our clouded hills?
And was ‘Jerusalem builded here

Among those dark Satanic mills?
Bring me my bow of burning gold!

Bring me my arrows of desire!
Bring me my spear: O clouds, unfold!

Bring me my chariot of fire!
I will not cease from mental fight,

Nor shall my sword sleep in my hand,
Till we have built Jerusalem

In England's green and pleasant land.

THE WORLD COURT

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have published in the
Recorp an article by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIp-
sTEAD] appearing in the last issue of the Washington (D. C.)
Sunday Herald on the subject of the World Court.

There being no objection, the article was drdered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, March 2, 1930]
“ApaMS AND OTHER FOREFATHERS BLOCKED EUROPEAN ENTANGLEMENTS,”
BAYs BENATOR SHIPSTEAD—" PLEAS To-DAY SAME A8 Ao CENTURY
AGo—'AMERICA'S DUTY TOo HUMANITY® WAs THE Cry THEN, AS Now,
I¥ InTRIGUES To ExMESH OvUur NEw REPUBLIC IN THE OLD WORLD
LEAGUE OF NATIONS OF THAT Ema ™

(By HeExmik SHIPSTEAD, United States Senator from Minnesota and
member of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee)

If Rip Van Winkle, after a sleep of 100 years, could return to the
American political arena and see the attempt now belng made to put
the United States into the League of Nations through the League's World
Court, he would be bound to exclaim : * Same old stuff | "

I bhave made a careful study of the diplomatic correspondence of a
century ago when the nations of Europe were secking to prevail upon
the United States to go into the League of Nations of that era, which
was known as the Holy Alliance.

This perusal reveals an astonishing lack of originality, both in purpose
and phraseology, of the diplomats and statesmen of recent years who
have been so ardently engaged in orating and emotionalizing for the
purpose of influencing the Amerian people to form a political union
with the political systems of Europe.

The internationalists of their time, here in America, deluged the publie
with propaganda. Then, as now, they were influenced by the marplotie
statesmanship of Europe. Then, as now, they prated of “America’s duty
to humanity.” Then, as now, they employed such pious phrases as
“ moral participation” and * moral leadership to the world.”” Then, as
now, they attacked *the demagogues in Congress” who saw through
their schemes and stubbornly refused to be a party to them.

Then the people knew the value of democracy. They had gone
through a bitter war, enduring sufferings, hardship and death, to
attain independence. American statesmanship had reached the zenith
of its career.
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Jefferson, the Adamses, Monroe and Madison were wise and patriotic
men. They loved their country as they loved life itself. An intense
nationalism surged in their breasts. They foresaw that the United
Btates, to attain her destiny, to conserve the rights of her own people
and be a permanent influence for good in the world, must keep apart
from alliances and intrigues with foreign governments. What they
did then must be done now by the American people as a whole,

“ALL MEN BQUAL"—* DOCTRINE WAS CHALLENGING OLD ORDER YEARS AGO "

One hundred years ago the idea of political demoeracy was chaMeng-
ing the old order of political autocracy from top to bottom. The revo-
lution of the Ameriean Colonies against King George had established
as a principle for the first time the doctrine that “ all men are created
equal.,”

The Revolution of the French people against the Bourbons of
France had reiterated the doctrine of equality in the glogan: * Liberty,
Equality, Fraternity.” Napoleon seized upon it, discarded the idea of
" divine right of kings " and he began to make and unmake kings over
night, altering the map of Europe.

With the forces of democracy challenging the existing order, the
four great monarchies of Burope—Russia, Austria, Prussia, and Eng-
land—formed themselves into an alliance to get rid of Napoleon and to
restore the autocracy of the Bourbons.

“ FOR PEACE "—* HOLY ALLIANCE PICTURED AS MOVE TO AID AMITY

Having acecomplished this, the sovereigns established their Holy Al-
liance to consolidate thelr war booty, to serve as a continuing barri-
cade against the latent forces of democracy, and they proclaimed,
just as they did at Versailles, that it was “in the interest of peace.”

This alliance was conceived in the brain of Alexander of Russia, a
strange character, a peculiar mixture of duplicity and ldealism. He
broached -the idea to Willlam Pitt, Foreign Minister of Great Britain,
who seized it greedily, and whose reply to Alexander contained, among
other statements, the following :

“ Through this means the possession of the respective territories of
the powers of Europe would be fixed and recognized. To secure this
end, the powers must engage themselves reciprocally to maintain and
support each other against all efforts to disturb and infringe upon their
rights. Suach a treaty would endow Europe with a common law and
tend as much as possible to repress all enterprises troubling the general
peace.”

It is quite obvious what they were driving at. They were to band
themselves together, as the present League of Nations does, to make war
whenever necessary to protect their conquests from the recent war and
to destroy any movements for independence among their colonies, just
as England is doing in India to-day.

And it was done in the name of peace., It provided, under the term
*amicable intervention,” for the raising of an international army to
which each mnation would supply 60,000 men. Under cover of this
* Holy Alliance,” which was signed by Russia, Austria, and Prussia,
a secret treaty was formed by Austria, Russia, and Great Britain by
which they agreed to employ their joint forces to maintain the kings
on the throne apart from the agreements made in the Holy Alliance.

Castlereagh represented Great Britain at the conferences, and Met-
ternich, the dominant statesman of his time, was there for Austria.
Pitt sent Castlereagh a confidential memorandum, the substance of
which was that Alexander was a good fellow and meant well, but that
Castlereagh and Metternich must get together and * gang” the ideal-
istic Russian. Rip Van Winkle could well observe that as Alexander
had his Castlereagh and Metternich, so Woodrow Wilson had his
Clemenceau and Lloyd George.

ANGLED FOR UNITED STATES—' EUROPE URGED AMERICA TO JOIN ALLIANCE ™

Then the European nations sought, as now, to seduce the United
States into their Holy Alliance “ in the interest of peace.,” And in
America, as now, the pious cry was taken up in all solemnity and, I
suppose, in honesty, by those good people who, ignoring the history of
2,000 years, are prone to believe that peace is just around the corner;
that anything labeled * peace™ must be peace.

On April 9, 1816, the Massachusetts Peace Society wrote a glowing
letter to Emperor Alexander, “ Your Imperial Majesty,” declaring its
purpose " to disseminate the very principles avowed in the wonderful
allinnce.” The New York Evening Post editorialized to the optimistie
extent of proclaiming that * the members of the holy league will estab-
lish an imperishable claim on the gratitude of mankind.”

Alexander sent private instructions to his minister at Washington
to obtain the adherence of the Government of the United Btates to
“ the Holy League of Peace.”

But the minister ran up against Adams and the other American
patriots and he had his troubles. He wrote in a private reply to Alex-
ander that he found in the American administration *a great cunning
and a great ability.” He was promptly recalled and in June, 1819,
Alexander sent Poletica, the outstanding Russian diplomat of the era,
to the United States to get us into the league. b,
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Thereafter the drive to Inveigle the United States increased in in-
tensity and duplicity. While Poletica was at work here the powers
of Europe met at Aix-la-Chapelle and received from Russia and France
a confidential communication, in which the following was contained :

“ 1t Is believed that the plenipotentiaries of the five powers at Wash-
ington should take the steps necessary to persuade publie opinion in
the United States, as well as the Executive, to adopt their point of
view. This delicate negotiation should be conducted with much care.

MUCH THE SBAME—' PROPAGANDA OF TO-DAY LIKE THAT OF LONG AGo"

* Verbal communication should be preferable to written notes in order
to avoid giving ammunition to the opponents, who would seize upon
the idea of foreign influence as contrary to American institutions.”

How similar does that paragraph of secret advice correspond to the
propaganda of to-day! And the following:

“The people of the United States could be told they are themselves
a European people, Christians, and, therefore, like Hurope, interested
in questions of a genera] nature.”

Alexander was still busy. He wrote his ambassador here to stimulate
the thought that “ the misfortunes of Europe are the cause of American
commercial prosperity.” But the ambassador was having the diffi-
culties of his predecessor with the stubborn American people. He
wrote to a friend that the American people were suspicious of the
purposes of the Governments of Europe, and he belabored the old
irreconcilables in Congress as follows :

“ It is without doubt a veritable catastrophe that the imprudent con-
duct of the reactionary court of Madrid in the Colon affair and in its
general colonjal system should bave been the cause of s0 much exaspera-
tion, This furnishes fuel for England's mercantile cupidity and the
demagogues of the American Congress.”

John Quincy Adams saw through it all, because he sent instructions
to Middleton, the American ambassador at St. Petersburg, that “ the
political system of the United States is essentially extra-European.
To stand in firm and cautious independence of all entanglements in the
European system has been a cardinal point of their pollcy from 1783
to this day.”

Adams declared in his instructions to Middleton that there were
fundamental differences in the political systems of the United States
and of the States of Europe, and that their incompatibility precluded |
any desirability of connecting them.

That is the polnt. The political system of the United States stands
unchanged. It is a democracy in a republic. The political systems of
Europe are largely monarchies, empires, or dictatorships. Rip Van
Winkle would find them as incompatible to-day as they were 100 years
ago. Possibly he would have dificulty, however, in finding a Jefferson,
a Madison, a Monroe, or a John Adams.

The league of 100 years ago collapsed under its own war-making
weight. It did not stop war. It produced wars. History repeats itself.
The American people must be alive to the fact that their greatest des-
tiny now, as then, their greatest influence for good now, as then, is in
keeping apart from the war-making instrumentalities of other continents,

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, some time ago the junior Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] delivered an address on
what took place before the Committee on Interstate Commerce
regarding water power and the activities of the Power Com-
mission and particularly some of the employees. A great deal
was said about the present executive secretary of the Power
Commission, Mr. Bonner. Mr. Charles A. Russell, the solicitor,
testifying before the committee in regard to the activities of Mr.
Bonner in behalf of the Power Commission, among other things
said that Mr, Bonner, the executive secretary of the com-
mission—

Told me that I was to talk with M. O. Leighton, who was the Wash-
ington lawyer engaged by the Electric Bond & Share Co., and when
1 saw Leighton he suggested that W. V. King, chief accountant of the
commission, was worrying the power companies by requiring elaborate
reports. It was his idea that I should tell King that he was not to
fret about the details and that the reports of the companies were made
to the commisslon under oath and should be accepted by the com-
mission.

Later Bonner gave me to understand that a part of my job was to
tell King to lay off the power companies. However, my investigation
of the answers which the power companies have made to King's
request for additional information seemed to show nothing more than
long reports, carefully evading the questions he had asked.

There was printed in the New Republic of March 5, 1930,
quite an elaborate article written by Mr. George Soule. I ask
unanimous consent to print in the Recorp as a part of my re-
marks the entire article, with the exception of one paragraph
which I have deleted, giving some information upon which
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there may be some doubt, or, at least, I have not any informa-
tion bearing out that point and, therefore, I have stricken it
out.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

WAR IN THE POWER COMMISSION—WHY THE POWER COMPANIES WANT
MRE. KING TO * LAY OFp"

When Solicitor Charles A. Russell, of the Federal Power Commission,
was being examined by SBenator CouzENs’s committee he said that after
he had been with the commission a short time Executive Secretary F. E.
Bonner, of the commission (an appointee of the present administration),
“told me that I was to tnlk with M. O. Leighton, who was a Washing-
ton lawyer engaged by the Electric Bond & Share Co., and when I saw
Leighton he suggesied that W. V. King, chief accountant of the com-
mission, was worrying the power companies by requiring elaborate
reports. It was his idea that I should tell King that he was not to fret
about the details and that the reports of the companies were made to
the commission under oath and should be accepted by the commission,

“ Later Bonner gave me to understand that a part of my job was to
tell King to lay off the power companies. However, my investigation
of the answers which the power companies had made to King's request
for additional information seemed to show nothing more than long
reports, carefully evading the guestions he had asked."

When Mr. Russell informed Mr. Bonner that Chief Accountant King
was merely trying to execute the law, Mr. Bonner suggested that he, as
solicitor, might find a way around the law. As an example of the need
for careful checking of the companies’ accounts, Mr. Bonner stated that
more than $80,000,000 of the valuation of $70,000,000 of the Niagara
Falls Power Co. covers water rights obtained by license from the
Federal Government, although the Federal water power act forbids in-
cluslon of such rights in valuations. He also ecited other facts of similar
import.

For years Congress failed to grant the Federal Power Commission ade-
quate fonds for its accounting and engineering duties. Last year the
appropriation was somewhat increased, But both the power companies
and Mr. Bonner have attemptcd to prevent the accounting staff of the
commission from carrying on its work diligently. One phase of this
attempt has been to distribute the aeccounting in the field to men out-
glde the staff of the commission itself, men chiefly in the War De-
partment, not under the jurisdiction of Mr. King and not expert in
utility matters. Amnother phase has been to sit on Mr., King himself.
There is in this situation the making of a first-class scandal. It also
has an important bearing on pending legislation.

The Federal water power act, passed in 1920 after a long struggle,
get up a commission to control the granting of licenses for the use of
water power in navigable streams which is owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment. The commission consists of the Becretaries of the Interior,
War, and Agriculture, Under them there is a permanent staff, headed
by an executive secretary, and consisting of legal, engineering, and
accounting forces. The act provides that licenses may be issued to
applicants at the commission’s discretion. The plants built by the
applicants may be recaptured by the Government after 50 years. One
of the main functions of the commission is to determine the value of
these plants for recapture. The law sets forth in some detail how this
is to be done. Nothing is to be allowed for water rights or other intan-
gibles. The value is to rest on the actual cost of construction,

The power companies do not like these provisions of the law. They
want, of course, to build up as large valuations as possible, in view
of the possibility that the Government may decide to recapture their
plants. But even more important to them is another consideration.
It is their habit, in making valuations to be used as the basis of rates
by State regulating commissions, to include such things as water rights,
to apply what are ordinarily the higher costs of reproduction new,
instead of the actual costs of construction, and to boost the valuation
by other means. They have been relatively successful in obtaining the
approval of State commissions for such valuations, and even more suc-
cessful in persuading the courts to sustain them. But if the Federal
Power Commission makes substantially lower valuations of some of the
same properties the contrast might be duly noted and might lead to
discussion.

There is still another reason why they do not want the power com-
mission's accountants to delve into their books, Almost none of these
companies keeps accurate cost figures of operation. What part of their
costs arise from generation, what part from transmission, what part
from distribution? What is the real difference in cost between dis-
tributing to large consumers of power and to small households? These
things, they usually maintain, are impenetrable mysteries. Vague state-
ments nbout such facts enable the companies to set up their rates about
as they please. They do not want to be required to keep their books
so as to show costs.

Their method of fighting the law has been to try to prevent it from
becoming fully operative. The Secretaries who make up the commis-
glon itself are busy men who seldom meet to consider water-power
affairs. If the permanent staff of the commission can be made innocu-
ous by hiring away its more active members at high salaries, inducing
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favorable appointments to it, and suppressing incorruptible and able
public servants like Messrs. Russell and King, all may be well.

An illustration of what a man like Mr. King might do if he were
given support, occurred recently in hearings about an application of a
subsidiary of the Montana Power Co. for a license to a site in the
Flathead Indian Reservation. This site is capable of developing a large
amount of power; it is comparable to Muscle Shoals. The application
of the Montana Power Co. (affiliated with the Electric Bond & Share
Co.) has had the favor of Mr. Bonner and former officials of the com-
mission. But another bidder appeared, a Minneapolis eapitalist, who
offered both to pay the Indians more for their rights in the site than
was offered by the Montana Co. and to sell the current at lower rates.
The persistence of this bidder forced the holding of a hearing. Mr.
Scaftergood called as a witness Mr. King, who brought out startling
facts. It is remarkable that Mr. King, who is chief accountant of the
commission, was not called in his official capacity by Mr, Bonner, execu-
tive secretary of the commission, but as a witness for another bureaun.

Mr. King's testimony was based on the company’s own reports, un-
checked by any fleld investigation. He made the following analysis of
the costs and profits of the Montana Power Co. in 1926 (interpreted in
my own languoage) :

It cost the company 1.184 mills to generate each kilowatt-hour of
power sold.

It cost the company 0.427 mill to transmit each kilowatt-hour.

All other operating costs (including distribution) were 1.073 mills per
kilowatt-hour.

That adds up to a total cost of 2.684 mills.

The company charged its customers 7.336 mills—about three-fourths
of 1 cent—per kilowatt-hour.

That left a net return of 4.652 mills, or 63.4 per cent of its total
revenue. In other words, over three-fifths of its charges were available
for interest, dividends, and surplus.

The interest on the company's obligations came to 1.38 mills per
kilowatt-hour,

That left 3.272 mills clear for profits, which were reckoned after the
deduction of all taxes, including income taxes. Profits were over 44
per cent of its total revenue,

The value of the company’s tangible property, reckoned by an engineer
engaged by the company, was, in 1926, $45,746,508.36. The total
return on this investment was $5,780,733, or 12,7 per cent.

The property was assessed for taxation purposes at about $52,000,000.
The return on the assessed value was 11.1 per cent.

The company, however, in its books added to its valuation an item
for “ water rights, contracts, franchises, ete.,” amounting to $51,491,-
269.56, or more than the entire cost of its plant. This, by increasing
the total valuation to $97,237,867.92, made the return appear reasonable
by bringing it to the neighborhood of 6 per cent. Why the company
chose this particular value for Its rights was not explained. Apparently
it was merely a capitalization of earning power. If the Federal Power
Commission had been valuing the plant for recapture under the law it
would have crossed out the greater part, if not all, of this item, If
anyone wants to verify these figures, he can find them in Exhibit No.
8, sheets 5 and 7, of the hearings.

Could anything indicate more clearly than this testimony why the
power companies do not want Mr. King messing about in their books?
The State commission of Montana has never made any valuation of
the company’s property for rate-making purposes., General knowledge
of these facts might foree it to do so,

A few comments must be made by the way. An average charge to
the consumers of considerably less than 1 cent per kilowatt-hour seems
extremely low. It is so in comparison with the charges of most other
companies in this country. But the costs of the Montana Power Co.
are extraordinarily low. It is favorably situated for cheap genera-
tion. It delivers a large part of its power to large consumers—mining
companies and railroads—and hence has somewhat lower average costs
for distribution than companies which sell more to small consumers.

There is much more to be said about the problem of Federal regu-
lation of power. But in the meantime it is well for us to pay atten-
tion to what the electric utilities have done and may do to the
effectiveness of public servants like Mr. Russell and Mr. King. It is
well for us to make sure that the Federal Power Commission is not
corrupted or suppressed.

GEORGE SOULE.

NINE-FOOT CHANNEL IN MISBISSIPPI RIVER

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp an editorial from the St. Louis Post-
Dispatch entitled * Chicago’s Generous Attitnde.”

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

The Post-Dispatch published last week the hearty commendation given
by the Chicago Tribune to a proposal that all surveys on the Mississippl
River ab#ve St. Louis should have as thefr objective a 9-foot channel
to the head of navigation.

Great strength for the 9-foot channel has recently come from an
unexpected quarter. Ilitherto the Army engineers have opposed it, but
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Maj. Gen. Lytle Brown, their chief, has reversed the traditional attitude
upon this powerful front. General Brown thinks that sinee the lower
Mississippi and the Ohio are to have 9-foot ehannels, the upper Missis-
sippi, as an integral part of the inland-waterways system, sghould also
have a 9-foot channel. He eonsiders it essential to the whole project.

As may be guessed from the Tribune's approval of this view, the
attitnde of Chicago s as generous as it is wise. Indeed, the success of
the whole inland-waterways movement is due to a realization of inter-
dependence upon the part of the whole valley. Illinois is spending
more money upon fnland waterways than any other valley State. Chi-
cago is looking down the Illinois River to the sea. Only a very rich
State, backed up by a prodigious city, could contemplate such a project
as that which proposes te make the Illinois River a highway for the
bulk freights. And only a deep channel from the mouth of the Illinois
to New Orleans can make such a highway mean anything. The Tribune,
therefore, says the upper Mississippi should have a 9-foot channmel,
though the relation of that project to Chicago’s own enterprise on the
Illinols is only that relation which every part of the inland-waterways
development bears to the whole.

POLITICAL AFFAIRS IN ALABAMA

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp a resolution and my statement con-
cerning it relative to political affairs in Alabama.

There being no objection, the resolution and statement were
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

A resolution requesting State Democratie executive committee to meet
and rescind its action disfranchising more than 100,000 lifelong
Democrats
Whereas the action of the 27 members of the State Democratic execo-

tive committee on December 16, 1929, was of a punitive nature and not

copducive to party harmony; and

Whereas sald action discriminates against and seeks to penalize and
punish more than a hundred thousand lifelong Democrats who failed to
gupport ‘Smith for President in 1928 ; and

Whereas said action has already resulted in resentment and confusion
among all Democrats who desired coneciliatory methods and party har-
mony in Alabama ; and

Whereas in the interest of that fair play and justice that Jefferson,
the father of the Democratic Party, stood for when he announced the
doctrine of * equal rights to all and special privileges to none " ; and

Whereas we are so anxious to promote party peace and harmony in

Alabama for the good of the party and the good of the State: Therefore

be it
Resolved, That we, the Democrats of Calhoun County and vieinity

here assembled, do most earnestly request that Chailrman Pettus, of the

Democratic Btate executive committee, reconvene said committee at an

early date and give Demoecrats from various countles in the State who

desire to be heard an opportunity to present their views In favor of
changing the primary plan laid down by the eommittee at llantgamery,

December 16, 1929.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, in an audience of 2500 Demo-
crats at Anniston, Ala., practically the entire audience voted for
this resolution and only 1 person voted against it.

A similar resolution was adopted at Montgomery, Ala., where,
in an audience of 5,000 Democrats, only 5 persons voted against
it. At Hartselle, Ala., 1,600 Democrats passed the same reso-
lution and only 3 persons voted against it. At Tusealoosa an
audience of 1,500 passed the same resolution and only 5 persons
voted against it. At Bessemer an audience of 1,250 passed this
resolution and only 4 voted against it. At Birmingham in an
andience of 8,000 Democrats a resolution condemning the action
of the State committee and calling on it to reseind its action
was passed, and only 1 person vofed against it. But Chairman
Petfus has not only ignored but freated with confempt the
petition of 24,000 lifelong Democrats who were seeking to do
that which was right and just and best for the Democratic
Party.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667)
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign coun-
tries, to encourage the industries of the United States, to pro-
tect American labor, and for other purposes.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I assume that under the
parliamentary situwation we are permitted to vote only on the
items relating to specific duties which have been stncken out
of the bill. Is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
is correct.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. KEAN. What is the question before the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment
made as in Committee of the Whole on pottery. The Senator
from New York has the floor.

That
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Mr. KEAN. May we have the amendment read?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read as re-
quested.

The CHizr CLERE. On page 40, line 15, in Committee of the
Whole, the following was stricken out: 10 cents per dozen
pieces and.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. JOHNSON. Has not exactly that amendment been con-
curred it, and when the bill came into the Senate were not all
of the amendments to which there were no reservations con-
curred in by the Senate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All of the amendments that
were made as in Committee of the Whole as to which there was
no request for a separate vote were concurred in in the Senate,

Mr. JOHNSON. Then how is it possible for us to have the
question before us as to a particular and specific amendment
again?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it not on the reserved list?

Mr. JOHNSON. I have heard no one ask for a specific vote
upon the matter, !

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on the list of reserved '
amendments, the Chair will state.

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. Has a vote upon it been asked? :

Mr. SMOOT. We have not yet reached the point of voting.

Mr. BARKLEY. A parlismentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky '
will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. This memorandum of reservations merely
says “ pottery.” There are two or three sections of this bill
which refer to pottery, and no specific’ amendment appears to
have been reserved, I do not quite understand how we can
point out any one particular amendment and say that it is the
amendment intended to be reserved in the pottery schedule,
unless some Senator has specified a definite amendment which
he desired reserved.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hopes that the Sena-
tor will not make that point, because we would then have to
have a separate vote on every amendment in this schedule.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, if such a reservation applies to
one amendment, it applies to all of them alike.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, may I ask a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand that the pottery item is now
under consideration, and that it is in such form, having been
reserved, that we may vote on it?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As soon as the Senator from
New York shall have yielded the floor, if some other Senator
does not desire to speak, a vote on the amendment will be in
order.

Mr. BORAH. I did not desire to take the Senator from New
York off the floor. 1 was merely trying to ascertain the parlia-
mentary situation. I understand that the amendment has been
specifically reserved.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been.

Mr. BORAH. Then, I should like at this time to ask to have
a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York
has the floor, the Chair must remind the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. BORAH. I merely desire that a yea-and-nay vote shall
be taken on the amendment at the proper time, of course.

Mr. BARKLEY. We shall undoubtedly get a yea-and-nay
vote on the amendment.

Mr. BORAH. Very well

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, last year I had occasion to
vigit one of the pottery towns in Ohio. I was very much
impressed by the distress in that community, and for once, I
may say, I think that it was my feeling regarding the employ-
meit of labor in some other State than my own which first
induced me to take an interest at all in the question at issue
here to-day. We, however, have potteries in New York, at
Syracuse and elsewhere.

There can be no doubt that since the World War, in their
efforts to replenish their treasuries and to reestablish better
economie conditions, the countries of Europe have striven to
produce articles which could be sold in the most desirable
market.

AMr. President, the Summary of Tariff Information shows
that the annual production of pottery has declined in value
since the peak year 1923. Like many other things the war and
the economic paralysis of Europe gave activity to American
industries, and among such, of course, the potteries prospered;
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but, with the restoration of manufacturing enterprises in
Europe, there was immediately very serious competition from
Germany, France, and particularly Czechoslovakia, as well
as competition coming from the Orient. I find that to a lesser
degree, but to a considerable extent, in my State there has been
depression in the pottery industry. As I have said, however,
it was the distress which 1 observed along the Ohio River in the
State of Ohio that gave me my first desire to do what I could
to help the pottery industry.
ADJUSTED COMPENSATION CERTIFICATES

On this guestion, as on many others which we discuss here, we
have differences of opinion—sometimes rather bitter differ-
ences—as to what should be the attitude of this or that man or
the attitude of this or that party or faction of a party. I
have tried consistently in season and out of season to keep in
mind two things: First, so far as possible to keep down the
cost of the actual necessities of life, those things which the
people eat and must wear and use every day. It might be
said, of course, that pottery is one of the things in common use,
and that is true; but after all it is not a necessity in the same
sense that the food which is served upon the plates may be
regarded as a necessity. Any economie situation, however, that
means unemployment is a matter of great concern to us.

1 was much touched this morning by a letter which was
inserted in the Recorp by the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Covzens] voicing the appeal of a veteran of the late war that
a cash bonus may be provided. I well recall how the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa] and I fought, bled, and died
on the floor of the Senate in an attempt to get a cash bonus
for the soldiers.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Kentucky ?

Mr, COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I presume the Senator will cooperate with
me in securing the passage of the bill whieh I introduced two or
three months ago, providing for the payment of the face value
of the bonus certificates issued to the American soldlers, as
goon as an opportunity presents itself to bring that measure up?

Mr. COPELAND.  Not only will I join with the Senator from
Kentucky, but I will pray for him and do everything in the
world that I can do to help that cause. It is outrageous that
we have treated the soldiers as we have. Every Senator knows
that when the war was on and these boys were needed we
promised them the Woolworth Building, 160 acres of land, gold
medals, and a pension for life; but when we got through with
it we gave them a gold brick. We gave them insurance so that
their heirs may buy tombstones for them. We did nothing for
the men themselves.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from New
York yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. BRATTON. BSince the Senator from Kentucky has made
reference to his bill to pay the soldiers of the World War cash
in lien of their adjusted-compensation certificates if they desire
it, I take this occasion to ask him if it is his purpose to press
that bill immediately after the completion of the tariff bill?

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator from New Mexico,
if the Senator from New York will yield, that as soon as the
tariff bill shall be disposed of, I hope to be able to secure con-
sideration of that measure by the Finance Committee, to which
it was referred; and, if we can get a report from the commit-
tee to the Senate and get it to a vote, I have not any doubt
that the Senate will enact it into law.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator refer to the $3,000,000,000 bill
which he introduced?

Mr. BARKLEY. I refer to the bill which I have introduced
providing for the payment of the face value of the bonus
certificates.

Mr. SMOOT. That will take between three and four billion
dollars.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what the Senator said about a
similar measure which was passed some years ago, that it
would take that much cash out of the Treasury and we would
have a deficit. When the bonus bill was passed before it was
predicted by the Secretary of the Treasury and by the Senator
from Utah that there would be a deficit; but, instead of that,
we have had a surplus everyJear, and we had to reduce the
taxes to get rid of it.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is dreaming, I am quite sure, or
he would never make such a statement.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator
from Kentucky that I hope he will press that bill, It has been
decided that the Governnrent owes the obligation. That has
been decided. I think each soldier should determine for himself
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whether he wants to retain his compensation certificate or take
the cash in lieu of it. I have no sympathy with the argument
that the Government of the United States must not pay that
obligation, an obviously just and meritorious one, because it
will cause an undue strain on the Treasury.
Congress to take such an attitude.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am sure the Senator agrees with me in
the statement——

Mr. BRATTON. I shall cooperate with the Senator in every
way.

Mr. BARELEY. And in the feeling that it is nothing less
than humiliating to realize that these soldiers, who went out
and served their country and who are carrying these certificates
around with them, have in many cases been compelled to take
them to banks and borrow even the second loan on them—the
loan value, of course, inereasing in proportion to the age of
the certificate—that they have to hawk these Government obli-
gations around from bank to bank in order to borrow a little
money which the Government of the United States has already
acknowledged it owed to them because of their service,

Mr. BRATTON. It is a dishonor that we should not con-
tinue.

Mr. BARKLEY. I agree with the Senator.

Mr. BRATTON. I shall cooperate with the Senator in his
efforts to secure the passage of that bill at the earliest possible
moment.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. COPELAND. I do.

Mr. KEAN. I should like to say that, as far as I am con-
cerned, every influence that I have been able to bring to bear
has been brought to bear in regard to these certificates; and I
have advanced money on the certificates for any ex-soldier who
came and asked me for it.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it ought not to be necessary
for any private institution to cash these certificates or to lend
money upon them. It is the obligation of the United States
Government.

1 presented, in the Sixty-eighth Congress, a bill providing for
a cash bonus. It took the regular form, was referred to the
Secretary of the Treasury, and in due time the Assistant Secre-
tary, Mr. Winston, informed me that he was ready to talk about
the bill. I went to see him, and he said I would have to see
the Secretary; so I went in to see the Secretary.

Mr. Mellon told me that, if we were to pay a cash bonus, that
was a good bill; and I felt all swollen up. I thought I had
become a financier. “ But,” he said, * why should we pay a
cash bonus? The soldiers do not want it.”

I remember that on that day I was so husky that I could
hardly speak. I said, “ Mr. Secretary, do you notice my voice? "
He said, “Yes.,” I said, “I got this on Saturday, speaking in
the public square in Brooklyn to 25,000 soldiers, all yelling their
heads off for a bonus. Of course, they want a bonus.”

Then, on the floor, a Senator said, * Oh, they would not ap-
ply.” How many applied? Millions; millions; and not a day
passes but in my office I have letters from soldiers asking that
some legislative action be taken so that they can have relief.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is the Senator aware of the
fact that a bill has been introduced in the House providing for
the payment forthwith of one-fourth of the amount due on the
adjusted certificates?

Mr. COPELAND. Is not that the same bill that has been
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; I understand that the
bill of the Senator from Kentucky provides for paying the entire
sum due upon an adjusted certificate.

Mr., BARKLEY. The face value; yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The face value. I was call-
ing the attention of the Senator from New York to the fact that
within a day or two a bill has been introduced in the House
providing for the payment of one-fourth of the face value of
the certificate. I should like to have the Senator from New
York know the views of the Senator from Kentucky upon that.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, personally I can not reconcile
my views of a complete fulfillment of the obligation of the
United States toward her soldiers—an obligation recognized by
Congress—with the passage of a law merely paying one-fourth
of that obligation and postponing the other three-fourths to an
indefinite day in the future.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I suppose the theory upon
which request was made for the payment of one-fourth now is

It is unworthy of .
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that more than 5 years, one-fourth of the period of 20 years,
has elapsed.

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know what the theory is. It may
be that that is the theory; but, of course, I presume that the
majority of these ex-service men have already borrowed on the
certificates, if they have been able to borrow at all, ag much as
the accumulated loan value of the certificate may represent.
I do not think it has been very easy for them to borrow money
at the banks on these certificates. Those who have been able
to negotiate loans have done so largely from private sources.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator perhaps has
had his attention called to some figures that I introduced in the
Recornp recently showing the exceedingly large increase in the
number of applications filed with the Veterans’ Bureau for
loans upon these certificates. Has the Senator had his attention
called to them?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I recall that the Senator did put in
those figures.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The number has increased
very rapidly and very greatly during the past few weeks.

Mr. BARKLEY. There is no question about that; and it
geems to me to be a matter for humiliating consideration, if we
owe these boys this obligation, that we put them off with a
mere certificate which they must hawk around over the country
in order to realize some benefit by reason of it. That is a situa-
tion that, in my judgment, does not comport with the dignity
and the honor and the obligation of the United States.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator’s views and
mine are in accord on that subject.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I introduced this amend-
ment in April, 1924, and on the 24th of April we took the vote.
My amendment to the bonus bill was up, providing a cash pay-
ment to the soldiers. It was defeated by a vote of 48 to 3T.
Of the 87, 31 were Democrats and 6 were Republicans. Of the
48, 37 were Republicans and 11 were Democrats. So the Re-
publicans defeated this measure to give a cash bonus to the
soldiers,

When the matter was up, the Secretary of the Treasury and
the chairman of the Finance Committee, the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Smoor] said, “ We ean not give the tax reduction which is
pending and give the bonus, too.,” I always believed, and I be-
lieve now, that the reduction of the taxes of the rich was played
against the rights of the soldiers.

I am just as confident of that as I am of anything in the
world : and these veterans who to-day are going about distressed
are suffering because the Republican Party would not vote the
cash bonus,

Mr. President, it was said that we could not reduce the
taxes—and the country,was yelling for a reduction of taxes—
that we could not do that and pay a bonus to the soldiers. I
spoke at the meeting of an association in New York one Satur-
day night. It was the annual convention of the silk men. It
was being broadcast, and thousands of veterans throughout the
country were listening in that night to me. I know that because
of the letters I got afterwards. I had been invited to address
this convention in the great ballroom of the Hotel Astor. So
1 started off, as I thought, pleasantly, and said, “ Now, you all
want your income taxes reduced, do you not?"” They yelled,
“Qh, yes!” I said, “Well, we can do that and give the sol-
diers a cash bonus, too,” and I never saw a riot, outside of
what I saw in the pictures yesterday, equal to what happened
in that convention. If I had not been of the size that I am
physically, they would have torn me limb from limb. I never
was so outrageously treated anywhere in the world as I was
that night because I ventured to propose to a lot of rich textile
men that we should give a cash bonus to the soldiers. These
boys wrote to me to express their regret that they were not
within reach to give me a bodyguard that night; but I did
finish my speech. You know, I sometimes have used the same
methods here to complete a speech; but after you have had a
little training in speaking in Cooper Union before the silk-
textile people and others the modest riots of the Senate seem
as nothing.

Why should we not pay these soldiers? We owe them this
money. When I owe a man money, I have to pay him in cash,
I can not say, “I will give you a note due on my death,” or
“I will pay you in 20 years,” I have to pay him the money.
We owe these soldiers this money, and we ought to pay it.

Mr. President, let us not be misled about the sentiment that is
going around the country. In such rioting as we had yesterday
in the cities of America, while the leadership may have been
unworthy leadership—it may have been the “reds”; it may
have been a group of persons in whom we have no confidence—
yet the persons who follow are the unemployed of America. Let
a man be hungry, let a man have a wife and five or six children
and rent unpaid and credit gone at the grocery store, and he
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becomes a desperate character ; and any one of us under similar

-cirecumstances would act in the same way.

Mr. President, one of the reasons why we have unrest in the
country is because tens of thousands, hundreds of thousands of
these war veterans are discontented with the treatment they
have had from the United States Government. It is time we
paid the bill; and the richest country in the world can afford
to pay its debts when those debts are owing to the young men
who saved the world.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

But I came here, Mr. President, to say something about the
pottery business, and to express the hope that the Senate, in its
wisdom, will see that sufficient protection is given so that the
potteries of Ohio and West Virginia and New York and Penn-
sylvania may be given some degree of prosperity.

I want to see every factory in the United States in operation.
I want the smoke to rise from every chimney. I want the hum
of the machinery. I want to have the men and women who
work given employment at decent wages, and in order to make
that possible, as I see it, we must provide the protection essen-
tial to that end.

No matter what may have been a political philosophy which
inspired us in times past, no matter how we may differ to-day
regarding our fundamental views of the tariff system, the fact
remains that there can be no prosperity in this country unless
all industries are at work.

The farm must be given encouragement, the potteries must
be put to work, the paper mills of Michigan must be kept in full
operation, there must be activity everywhere, if we are to have
a contented people.

Mr. President, as far as I am concerned, I feel like urging
the Senate to amend the schedules relating to earthenware so
that there may be activity in every mill town in the United
States, .

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. When was this subject mat-
ter befor.? the Senate for consideration? Does the Senator know
the date?

Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not know the date.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What action was taken?

Mr. COPELAND. The Senate committee struck out of the
hill certain specific rates. I am informed that November 11
was the date when we voted.

Mi. WALSH of Massachusetts, One of the experts informs
me that it was November 5. The committee amendment was
rejected. It is found on page 40. The first amendment was
adopted, taking off the specific duty imposed in the House bill
of 10 cents per dozen pieces.

Mr. COPELAND. That was stricken out by the Finance Com-
mittee, and that was agreed to by the Senate.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is correct.

Mr. COPELAND. First I would have restored the specific
duty in line 15, on page 40, and also in lines 18 and 19 on -
page 40.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The recommendation of the
Finance Committee was to make the ad valorem duty 55 per
cent.

The amendment of the Finance Committee providing for an
additional duty on cups, saucers, and plates valued at not more
than 50 cents a dozen was rejected.

Mr., COPELAND. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The pending amendment is
to restore the two specific duties which were rejected. First
of all, it is to restore the specific duty that was rejected in line
15, page 40.

Mr. COPELAND. That is correct.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then I suppose the Senator,
if he fails in his efforts to have that specific duty levied, will
follow up his pending amendmént by amendments to restore
the recommendations of the Finance Committee in other para-
graphs.

Mr. COPELAND. That is right.

Mr. President, could all these amendments be linked together
in one vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent.

Mr. COPELAND. It would seem to me that that would be
the wise thing. FEither we are for the further protection of the
pottery industry, or we are not. Any vote that would be taken,
on a single one of these amendments would be likely to be the
vote taken by the Senate on all of them. Would it be proper
for me to ask unanimous consent to take them together?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusefts, I informed some Senators
who have absented themselves that before any action should be
taken I would call for a quorum, and that was one of the things




they ealled my attention to specially. They claimed that
some of these amendments are not as harmful as other amend-
ments.

Mr. COPELAND. Suppose before we call the quornm the
Chair ascertain whether anybody else cares to speak. I have
said all I eare to say in the matter.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have no desire to interfere
with the debate on the subject.

Mr. KEAN. New Jersey is one of the large pottery producers
of the United States. There have been potteries in Trenton
for a great number of years. In fact, the Lenox china, which
is used in the White House here, and is used in some of our
finest homes, is probably the finest china made in the world.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I did not want the Senator
to think I expressed any opinion by my questions to the Senator
from New York.

Mr. KEAN. This industry is in dire straits. People are
out of work, they are suffering from the cheap china brought
over from abroad, particularly from Japan.

I have before me a letter from the National Brotherhood of
Operative Potters, Union No. 4, which I would like to have
inserted in the Recorp, and have read to the Senate. I think
with that I will conclude, as the subject has been fully covered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

TrENTON, N. J., September 16, 1929,
Hon, HaminToN F, KEAN,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Siz: We, the members of Local Union No. 40, National Brother-
hood of Operative Potters, wish to express our sincere appreciation for
your intelligent and energetic advocacy of a more adequate tariff for
the protection of the American tableware pottery industry, and, believing
that you will continue to put forth every possible effort in the coming
joint session, we would like to give a statement of what we consider are
some of the pertinent facts concerning foreign competition and its effect
on the pottery industry in America.

There is n wide difference In wages paid forelgn potters as compared
to American potters. Statistics from the United States Department of
Labor show the rate of pay for skilled pottery workers in the principal
competing countries, as follows:

Centa per hour

Japan__ L $0.08
Germany - .28
England .

America . 86

The above rates show America's rate of pay for skilled pottery work-
ers to be 152 per cent greater than England, 207 per cent greater than
Germany, while Japan shows the startling and almost unbelievable
difference of 975 per cent.

When you consider the American potter is a piece worker, and the
hardest and fastest among the pottery workers of the world, and pro-
duces more dozens of ware per hour and per day, surely 80 cents per
hour is not too much pay for a skilled worker who is trying to maintain
an American standard of living.

A number of American potteries have been compelled to discontinue
operation due to their inability to meet foreign competition, and because
they refuse to try to force a foreign standard of living on skilled
American workers.

About a dozen firms who have been successful manufacturing potters
for from 30 to 40 years have recently consolidated in a desperate effort
to save themselves from bankruptcy, other firms are waiting on the
results of the tarif revision in the hope that it will save them from
bankruptey.

In the bill adopted by the House we were favored with a specific duty
of 10 cents per dozen pieces on all items, whether in sets or separate
pleces of ware, imported under paragraph 211, known as earthenware
schedule, which also includes tableware. The 10 cents gpecific duty
also applies to 212, which includes all china dishes.

We believe anything less than 10 cents a dozen specific, as provided
in the House bill, will be inadeguate.

* Locan UNioN No, 40, N. B. 0. P,
M. J. CAroLAN, President.
W. E. Youne, Secretary.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I send to the desk a telegram
from James M. Duffy, president of the National Brotherhood
of Operative Potters, and ask that it be read.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, is this tele-
gram similar to the message received by all other Senators
to-day?

Mr. ODDIE. I do nof know.

Mr, GOFF. Mr. President, T will answer the Senator from
Massachusetts. 1 understand that is correct. It is similar to
the telegram received by all of uns.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk
will read, as requested.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:

WasHiveTON, D. C., March 7, 1930,
Tasgee L. ODDIE, 1
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

We are appealing to you and every other Member of the Senate to
support the amendment calling for an additional duty of 10 cents per
dozen pieces on earthenware and china. This additional duty will glye
employment to thousands of unemployed American pottery workers.
Positive assurances have been given by the Anrerican manufacturers
that they will not raise their selling prices, thus warranting no increased
cost to consumers. The products of foreign workers, largely Japanese,
control more than 50 per cent of the American market. We appeal to
you for justice and fair play.

James M. DUFFy,
President National Brotherhood Operative Potters.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, it is 7 o'clock and there are
only 12 Senators in the Chamber. I suggest'the absence of a
quorum. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll,

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Fletcher Jones Robsion, Ky.
Ea_u"k[,} grazier Feﬂn ggha].]
arkley eorge Leyes eppard
Black Glass - La Follette Shogt?gdge
Blease Glenn MeCulloch Smith

rah Goft MeKellar Bmoot
Eratton Goldsborough McMaster Steck

rock Grundy MeNar: Steiwer
Broussard Hale Metcal Stephens
‘apper Harris Norbeck Bwanson
Connally Harrison Norris Trammell
Copeland Hastin Nye Tydings
Cutting Hatfiel Oddie Vandenberg
Dale Hawes Patterson Walsh, Mass.
Din Hebert hipps Walsh, Mont.
Fess Heflin Pine Waterman

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNEs in the chair). Sixty-
four Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is
present,

The question is on coneurring in the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole, which will be stated.

The LesisLATIvE CLERK. On page 40, line 15, the Senate, as in
Committee of the Whole, struck out “10 cents per dozen pieces
and.” The question is on concurring in the amendment made
as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, is this a vote on whether we
shall sustain the action of the committee?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; the action of the Com-
mittee of the Whole.
Mr. HARRISON.

divided ?

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, why can we not vote on it all at
once, because if we are to have a duty on china we are for it all,
and if we are against a duty on china we are agninst it all. I
ask unanimous consent that we include the whole paragraph in
the one vote.

Mr. BORAH. Was it covered by a reservation?

Mr. EEAN. Noj; none of it is covered by a reservation.

Mr. HARRISON. As I understand the first amendment, it is
to strike-out what the House did.

Mr. SMOOT. The first amendment on this point is where
the committee struck out “ 10 cents per dozen pieces.” That was
agreed to by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HARRISON. Why not concur in that amendment and let
us get it ont of the way?

Mr, SMOOT. That is the very guestion now.

Mr. NORRIS. The question now is whether we will concur
in that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment in line 15, page 40, made as in Committee of
the Whole.

Mr. HATFIELD, Mr. President, I should like to have the
veas and nays on that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir-
ginia asks for the yeas and nays. Is the demand seconded?

The yeas and nays were ordered,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
will state his parlinmentary inquiry.

Mr. HARRISON. The question is whether the Senate shall
concur in the action taken as in Committee of the Whole, and
those in favor of reducing the rate from that which the House
provided will vote “ yea " and those opposing it will vote “nay "?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. The clerk will
call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FRAZIER (when Mr. BROOKHART'S name was called).
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. BRookHART] is unavoidably absent.

Mr. President, may not the amendment be
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He is paired with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. THoMAS].
If the Senator from Iowa were present, I understand he would
vote “yea™ on this question, and the Senator from Idaho, if
present, would vote “nay.”

Mr. McKELLAR (when his name was called). On this ques-
tion I have a pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Towxssexp] and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox]. In his
absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Rosinsox]. I trans-
fer that pair to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr., WaLsu]
and vote “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. FESS. 1 desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Dexeew] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ;

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gmierr] with the
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SrMMoNs] ;

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SErpsTEAD] with the Sen-
ator from Wyoming [Mr, KENDRICK] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ;

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr, KiNg];

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SurrivaAx] with the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. BRocK] ;

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Brsemam] with the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. StEiwer] with the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Geeexe] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY];

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HowerL] with the Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] ;

The Senator from Connectlcut [Mr. Warcorr] with the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] ;

The Senator from Kansas IMr. Arren] with the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. HAwgs] ; and

The Senator from California [Mr. Jorxson] with the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. Waexez].

Mr. STECK. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Moses] to the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
Asmursr] and vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30, as follows:

YHEAS—27
Barkley Connally La Follette Smoot
Black Cutting McMaster Bteck
Blaine Dill Norbeck Stephens
Blease Frazier Norris Swumwn
Borah Harris Nye %?
Bratton Harrison Schall alsh, Hont.
Capper Heflin Sheppard
NAYS8—80 ~

Baird Goft Kean Pine
Broussard Goldsborough Keyes Robsion, Ky
Copeland Grundy McCulloch smrmd e
Dale Hale MeNa Tramme
Feas Hastings Metcal Vandenberg
Fletcher Hatfield Oddie Waterman
George Hebert Patterson
Glenn ones Phipps

NOT VOTING—39
Allen Gould Overman Sullivan
Ashurst Greene Pittman Thomas, Idaho
Bingham Hawes Ransdell Thomas, Okla.
Brock Hayden Reed ownsend
Brookhart Howell Robinson, Ark, Wagner
Caraway Johnson insom, Ind. Walcott
Couzens Kendr: Bhipatemi Walsh, Mass,
Deneen Kln]f Bimmons Watson
Gillett McKellar Bmith Wheeler
Glass Moses Bteiwer

S0 the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was
not concurred in.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that there may be inserted in the Recorp at this point the roll-
call vote taken on November 5, as in Committee of the Whole,
upon this question, which appears on page 5194 of the CoNGRES-
SIONAL RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the vote referred to was ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

The PresipiNg OrFicER. The clerk will again state the question,

The CHigp CLERE. The committee amendment is, on page 40, para-
graph 211, in line 15, to strike out the words ** 10 cents per dozen
pleces, and.”

The PrEsipiNe OrricEr. Those who favor striking out those words
will vote “aye,” and those who are opposed will vote “mno.” The
Secretary will eall the roll.
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The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll

The PreEsipDING OFFICER (when the name of Mr. Joxes was called).
The present occupant of the chalr transfers his pair for the day with
the senior Benator from Virginia [Mr. S8waxsox] to the Senator from
INineis [Mr. DENEEx] and votes * yea.”

Mr. PHIrPS (when his name was called). On this question I have a
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Georce], which I transfer
to my colleague [Mr. WATERMAN], and will vote. I wvote * nay.”

Mr. 8miTH (when his name was called). I have a pair with the Sena-
tor from New Jersey [Mr. Edge] on this question. I transfer that pair
to the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] and will vote. 1 vote
- yea."

Mr. STepHENS (when his name was called). I have a palr with the
Benator from Indiana [Mr. RosiNsox], and therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr., CorELAND. 1 wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. WagNER]
is necessarily detained from the Senate Chamber.

Mr. Fess. I wish to announce the following general pairs:

The Benator from Kentucky [Mr. Sackett] with the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. HAWES] ;

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. WaArsoN] with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] ;

The Benator from Connecticut [Mr. BinemaMm] with the SBenator from
Virginia [Mr. GLass];

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr., Giurerr] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY];

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBiNsox] with the Senator from
Mississippl [Mr. BTEPHENS] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean] with the Senator from

‘South Carolina [Mr. BLRASE] ;

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr, Warren] with the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. OVEEMAN];

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. PaTrERsoN] with the Senator from
New York [Mr. WAGKER] ;

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr., WaLcorr] with the Senator from
TIowa [M. STECK]; and

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoupsBorougH] with the Senator
from Nevada [Mr. PrrrMan].

Mr. 8merPaED. I wish to announce that the Benator from Arizona
[Mr. AsnursT] is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr.
FrercEEe]. On this gquestion the Benator from Arizona [Mr.
Asuuerst], if present, would vote * yea' and the Benator from Florida
[Mr. FLeETCHER], If present, would vote “ nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 21, as follows:

Yeas—338: Messrs. Allen, Barkley, Black, Blaine, Borah, Brattonm,
Brock, Brookhart, Capper, Connally, Dill, Frazier, Harris, Harrison,
Hayden, Heflin, Howell, Jones, Kendrick, La Follette, McKellar, Moses,
Norbeck, Norris, Nye, Pine, Schall, Bheppard, Simmons, 8mith, Tydings,
Walsh of Montana, Wheeler.

Nays—21: Copeland, Couzens, Fess, Goff, Greene, Hale, Hastings,
Hatfield, Hebert, Keyes, McNary, Oddie, Phipps, Reed, S8hortridge, Bmoot,
Bteiwer, Thomas of Idaho, Townsend, Trammell, Vandenberg.

Not voting—40: Ashurst, Bingham, Blease, Broussard, Caraway, Cut-
ting, Dale, Deneen, Edge, Fletcher, George, Gillett, Glass, Glenn, Golds-
borough, Gould, Hawes, Johnson, Kean, King, McMaster, Metcalf, Over-
man, Patterson, Pittman, Ransdell, Robinson of Arkansas, Robinson of
Indiana, Sackett, Shipstead, Steck, Stephens, Swanson, Thomas of
Oklahoma, Wagner, Walcott, Walsh of Massachusetts, Warren, Water-
man, Watson.

So the amendment of the committee was agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to add
that at the time the vote was formally taken there were 33
Yyeas and only 21 nays on the adoption of the amendment to
strike out the 10-cent specific duty.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the next
reserved amendment.

The LeeIstATIVE CrLERx. On page 40, lines 18 and 19, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, strike out “ 10 cents per
dozen pieces and 50" and in lieun thereof inserted “50,” so
that it would read:

Not specially provided for, 50 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I hope that some Senator will tell
us what this is all about. As I understand, the duty on glass-
ware——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is in paragraph
211, and relates to earthenware and crockery. The words be-
ginning in line 18, “10 cents per dozen pieces and 50" have
been stricken out and “ 50" inserted.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. As in Committee of the Whole
the Senate struck out the specific duty, as in the case of the
amendment last voted on?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct.
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Mr. WALSH of Montara. And now the question is, Will the
action of the Committee of the Whole be concurred in?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question, on strik-
ing out the specific duty and inserting * 50 per cent ad valorem,”
which is the ad valorem rate provided in the House bill. The
question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whaole.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the vote would be in the
same form as the previous one, would it not?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A vote “yea” would be to
coneur in the amendment and a vote “nay’ would be to reject
the amendment.

Mr. COPELAND. A vote “nay” would restore the House
rate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
rate and the 50 per cent rate.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senate has just rejected
an amendment to this bill that was reported by the Finance
Committee of the Senate, The tariff on earthenware and china-
ware articles, depending on whether they are decorated or un-
decorated, ranges from 40 per cent to 70 per cent ad valorem.
The House added to that tariff rate a provision that, in addi-
tion to those ad valorem rates, there should be levied a tariff
of 10 cents per dozen pieces, which increased the tariff rate on
many of the cheaper articles of tableware and other sorts of
earthenware in some cases as high as 500 per cent.

That rate was so outrageous that the Senate Committee on
Finance brought in an amendment striking out the 10 cents
specific duty, and when we voted on it as in Committee of the
Whole, by a vote of 33 to 21, the committee amendment was
agreed to and the 10 cents specific duty was stricken out. Now,
on a roll eall, the Senate has reversed its action taken as in
Committee of the Whole, reversed its own Committee on Fi-
nance, and added the 10 cents specific which is, in some cases,
equal to 500 per cent ad valorem.

Now we are coming to the next amendment, under which, in
addition to the 40 to 70 per cent ad valorem and in addition to
the 10 cents specific duty which the Senate has just voted into
this bill, against the amendment of its own Finance Committee,
we are confronted with this provision in line 20:

In addition to the foregoing——

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that is not up. The amendment
in line 19 is the amendment now, which is exactly the same as
the amendment we have just voted on.

Mr. BARELEY. The amendment we voted on was in line 5.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but the next amendment is in line 19,
Then what the Senator is talking about is line 20—*in addi-
tion,” and so forth.

Mr. BARKELEY. Yes; the Senator is correct. It is in lines
18 and 19; but we substitute there “55 per cent ad valorem "
for the 10 cents specific duty and the 50 per cent ad valorem.
Then, in the next provision, in addition to all this we are to
add another specific duty on cups, saucers, or plafes valued at
not more than 50 cents a dozen; and then on cups and saucers
that come in matched up we are to add still another 10 cents.

1 do not know what is to be gained by undertaking to appeal
to the reason of Members of this body, becanse 1 think the
basis of the appeal is absent. The rates provided in the House
bill were so unjustifiable that even the Senate Committee on
Finance would not stand for them; and by a vote of nearly
two to one the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, sustained
the Committee on Finance.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. FESS. If the Senator from Kentucky wounld take a trip
through Ohio, and visit East Liverpool and three or four other
cities, and see the distress of this industry, I am sure he would
not take this position.

. Mr. BARKLEY. I do not have to take a trip through East
Liverpool. I understand that there is distress in the industry.

Mr, FESS. Very great distress.

Mr. BARKLEY. But it is not on account of importations,
because the great bulk of importations into the United States
of these cheap articles are not manufactured in the United
States; and the distress in the industry is very largely due to
the fact that modern methods of manufacturing dishes have
been installed by the largest producer in the United States and
one of the largest in the world, the Homer Laughlin Co.,
which has kilns out in West Virginia and in Ohio.

We went into this matter thoroughly when we had it before
the Committee of the Whole; and I think it was demonstrated
beyond a peradventure of a doubt that the levying of this spe-
cific duty in addition to the ad valorem duty, making a com-

It would restore the specific

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MarcH 7

bined duty in some instances as high as 550 per cent ad valorem,
on the cheaper classes of dishes that the poor people of the
United States have to buy and use, will result in either dom-
bling the price of those articles to the people who have to use
them or in their absolute elimination from the cheaper stores
where they are able now to obtain them.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do.

Mr. GOFF. I do not believe the Senator was in the Chamber
when this telegram from James M. Duffy, the president of the
National Brotherhood of Operative Potters, was read into the
RECORD.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes:; I was here and heard it read.

Mr. GOFF. Did the Senator hear it read?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. GOFF. Does he believe the assurances Mr. Duffy makes
in this telegram?

Mr. BARKLEY. I think Mr. Duffy is sincere in thinking he
is making the assurances. I would not in any way reflect upon
the good faith of Mr. Duffy; but how can any one man guar-
antee to the Congress of the United States that any single unit
or a combination of units that are manufacturing this or any
other produoct will not increase the price of their product if
they are able to stop importations so as to have an embargo
upon certain classes of dishes which we are required to use in
the United States?

Mr. GOFF. In making that reply, does the Senator also take
into consideration the fact that 53 per cent plus of the pottery
consumed in this country is imported?

Mr, BARKLEY. I think something like 50 per cent of it is
imported.

Mr. GOFF, More than 50 per cent.

Mr, BARELEY. That is a much lower percentage—not in
value but in guantity—than was imported in former days.

Mr, GOFF. My colleague [Mr. HatrFierp] tells me that it is
$36,000,000 worth ; but this is what I want to say to the Senator
from Kentucky :

If we are going to protect American industry and re-employ
the unemployed, how can we do it if we allow 50 per cent, to
be accurate, of the pottery used in this country to be imported
and allow our labor to remain unemployed?

Mr. BARKLEY, A large portion of the importation of dishes
into the United States is of a type not made in this country at
all; and it comes down again fo the banana-and-apple situation.
Of course, we do not grow bananas in the United States, but
we all like to eat bananas, because we like fruit; but if we can
get a tariff on bananas that will keep bananas out of the coun-
try, then we shall have to eat some other kind of fruit. If you
can get a tariff high enough to keep out these novelty dishes
that come in and are bought by the women of the United States
because of their design and their peculiar coloring, your pro-
posal is to compel them to buy some other kind of dish whether
they want that or not. That is the truth about the matter.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I am informed that $46,000,000
plus worth of pottery was imported into the United States in
1929 ; and that, of course, is having a very demoralizing effect
upon the production of the pottery interests, in the employment
of those engaged as well as their continued employment in the
pottery industry. I will say to the Senator that I get these
figures from the tariff experts.

Mr. BARKLEY. The figures given by the Senator are not
correct. My information is that about $17,000,000 worth of
pottery comes from abroad,

Mr. GOFF. The Senator is speaking about foreign valua-
tion. I am giving him the American valuation of that pottery
as it is sold to the American consumer.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, if you are going to accept the
sale price to the consumer as the basis, you will have to add a
considerable percentage to the amount of domestic production.
‘We produce in this country about $31,000,000 worth of this pot-
tery. We import about $17,000,000 worth. You can add to both
of those figures whatever you want to add for discounts and
commissions and profits of retailers; but you can not add to
the value of the imported article on this aceount and refuse to
add to the value of the domestic article.

Mr. GOFF. Let me say this, then, to the Senator, please:
Why is it that American labor now employed in this industry—
and in this regard I speak of my own knowledge—is working
only 60 per cent of its time, and is getting a weekly wage of only
$257 If that be true, how are we going to better the economie
and employment situation by increasing the importations of
foreign pottery into the United States?

I have been through these districts. I have talked to men

employed in these pottery industries, not only, may I say to the
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Senator, In the State of West Virginia, but in the State of Ohio,
where I was yesterday, and saw a great many of the men so
employed ; and they say without the slightest hesitation that
they will not only remain unemployed, but the unemployment
situation will be increased, if we can not take some steps here
in the Senate to reduce the volume of china imported into the
United States.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, I presume that our good friends
probably do not discriminate as to the causes of their unem-
ployment. I have talked with them. They certainly can not lay
it to an increase in importations. It is purely speculative to
assume that an addition of this specific duty on top of the 40
and 50 per cent already borne by the decorated and undecorated
earthenware, and the 60 and 70 per cent borne by the decorated
and undecorated chinaware, is going to bring about such an
increase in domestic production that the millennium is going to
be realized in the pottery industry.

The Senator and I argued here all one day over this question
three or four weeks ago.

Mr. GOFF. I know we did.

Mr, BARKLEY. And we talked about the modern methods
of producing this earthenware and this chinaware; and I think
it was pretty fairly demonstrated that one of the great troubles
with the American pottery business, as with the American glass-
ware business, has been their unwillingness to adopt modern
methods, so that they might be on an economic parity with the
concerns that had adopted modern methods.

There is no depression in the affairs of the Homer Laughlin
Co. They are supplying almost the entire needs of the stores
that handle this cheaper ware in the United States. If we
increase the tariff on that particular type of tableware, we either
compel the people to pay an additional price for it or we take it
off the shelves of the stores that handle it; and in either case,
in my judgment, the people of the United States suffer.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, has the Senator eoncluded?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I have not concluded, but I desire to

do so.

Mr. GOFF. Would the Senator prefer that I wait until he
concludes, or ask him the questions now?

Mr. BARKLEY. Probably I shall save time by letting the
Senator ask the questions now.

Mr. GOFF. I desire to bring to the Senator's attention the
fact that the total importations of china and earthen ware in the
year 1923 were $13,160,000, European valuation.

In 1924 the European valuation of the importations was
$18,162,000, showing the increase,

In 1925 the importations decreased. They were §16,490,000.

In 1926 the European value of the importations was $18,5613,000.

In 1927 the importations were $18,248,000.

In 1928 the importations were $17,947,000, showing an in-
crease of 26.7 per cent over 1923.

In 1929 the importations were $18,536,218.

My proposition in the guestions I have been asking the Sen-
ator from Kentucky is this: If we have assurances that the
price to the consumer will not be increased, but that the im-
position of this tariff rate will limit and decrease the volume
of importations from foreign countries, then, of course, it fol-
lows that there will be an increased demand for the domestic
supply, and an increase in the domestic production will, of
necessity, follow.

If we can bring about that situation, while I would not go
go far as to call it the millennium, as the Senator has de-
nominated it, I think it would be a situation which would tend
to relieve this very tense condition now existing in this
industry.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the only possible way by which
that could be accomplished would be to make it impossible for
the American housewife to go into a chinaware store and buy
some fancy article, like a cup and saucer from Japan, specially
decorated. It may be that the Senator from West Virginia
desires to prevent the importation of these specially decorated
fancy articles of china and earthenware from Japan. If that is
what he is undertaking to do, if what he wants to do is to make
it impossible for an American housewife to go down fo any
store and buy some article in which she may be interested that
is decorated to suit her taste, at a price that is reasonable, and
compel her to buy an article she may not want, then the Senator
is correct. But I do not assume that the Senate of the United
States desires to raise such an embargo. I do not assume that
it desires to offend the taste of American women to the extent
of making it impossible for them to supply their tables with an
article of the character, the type, the color, and design which
they may desire.

Not only does this apply to tableware, but it applies to
sanitary articles of all sorts. I want to give an example of
what this tariff is going to do. It applies to white porcelain

soap cups and decorated porcelain hot and cold water buttons
used in the bathroom, where one turns a little button to bring
the hot or cold water, The tariff on those articles, under this
amendment, will amount to over 300 per cent ad valorem.

It may be that the Senator from West Virginia desires to
increase the cost of plumbing fixtures in the United States
by levying a tariff of 300 per cent on them. thereby increasing
the cost of construction still further, but I do not believe the
American people approve any such rate as that on these articles
of necessity.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I think it is only fair for the Senator to say
that when he is speaking of articles such as he has just
mentioned he does not want to carry the idea that they are
all of the same character. They would not constitute 0.001 of
%i lll)er cent of the production under this provision in the tariff

Mr. BARKLEY. It carries this 10 cents specific duty which
we are talking about, and the present rate on it is 70 per
cent ad valorem, and with this 10 cents specific duty, the rate
will be 300 per cent.

Here is another article to which I wish to eall attention.
Practically the entire consumption in this country of the larger
sized electrical porcelain units, such as high-tension insulators,
is supplied by domestic manufacturers. The relatively small
imports consist largely of articles small in size and compara-
tively inexpensive in price, such as parts of fuse plugs and
spark plugs, and things of that kind, used in automobiles.
Under this increase in rate the tariff on those articles is 598
per cent.

That may not be a matter of any importance to the Senator
from West Virginia, though I can not believe that the Senator
from Utah, who, as the chairman of the Committee on Finance,
reported against this specific duty when the bill was reported
from the Finance Committee to the Senate, can advocate or
approve any such outrageous rate as that.

Mr, SMOOT. We could not separate these.

Mr. BARKLEY. But we have to swallow them in order to
get the increased tariff on the larger consumption of dishes by
the people of the United States.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky stated
a moment ago that the Homer Laughlin Co. was one of the
largest producers in the United States, and that it was supply-
ing all of the chain stores.

Mr., BARKLEY. I did not say all of the chain stores; I did
not even mention the chain stores. T said the Homer Laughlin
Co. supplied a very large portion of the character of dishes
bought by the women of the United States in the stores which
handle the cheaper type of dishes.

Mr. GOFF. If I misinterpreted the Senator’s remarks, I
want to withdraw my statement.

Mr. BARKLEY. It may be true that the chain stores handle
their stuff—I think they do—but they are not exclusive handlers
of the Homer Laughlin chinaware or earthenware, whichever
it is, probably some of both, but I think most of their ware is
earthenware,

Mr. GOFF. 1 want to continue to state a fact. We have
now assurances of labor employed in the industry that the
American manufacturers will not raise the selling price to the
American consumer. I have here a statement from the Homer
Laughlin Co. in which this fact appears:

American manufacturers have guaranteed to their customers that,
regardless of additional protection they may receive from the present
tariff bill, there will be no increase in any price to them.

That is, to the consumer.

Mr. BARKLEY., Who is going to enforce that promise?

Mr. GOFF. I do not know that there is any law, if that
is the question of the Senator, under which that could be
enforced, except it be the law of competition in the economie
field of industry.

I wanted to bring this to the Senator’s attention, that we
do have the assurance of both labor and capital that there
will be no inerease to the consumer if this tariff rate is adopted.

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to call attention to a few com-
parisons between the prices of the imported chinaware and
the comparable article made in the United States. We will
take a decorated china dinner set of a hundred pieces, brought
in from Germany. The value of that set at the factory in Ger-
many is $11.43. These are figures which I have obtained
through the instrumentalities of the Tariff Commission and
their experts, The packing amounts to 57 cents, the case in
which the set of dishes is packed is 50 cents, making $12.54.
Add to that cartage to the station, inland freight, ocean freight,
marine insurance, consular fee, which brings the figure up to
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$13.95. The present duty on the article is 70 per cent, which
brings it up to $22.78. The comparable domestic article is sold
in the United States for $17.20.

When you add the proposed specific duty, you bring that
imported article up to $23.56, while the same article made in
the United States is valued at $17.29.

On the basis of that, how can any increase in the tariff be
justified? How can anybody claim that any depression in the
pottery business of the United States is brought about by im-
portations and underselling in these large commodities, consist-
ing of 100-piece dinner sets, when the price of the imported
article is higher than that of the domestic article?

Mr. GOFF. Mr, President——

Mr. BARKELEY. Let me finish these citations, if the Senator
please.

I have here also the figures as to a decorated china dinner
set of a hundred pieces imported from Japan. The value at
the factory in Japan is $11.99. Making the various additions
I have already cited in the case of the other dishes, we bring
it up to $22.79 landed in the United States, including the duty

: of 70 per cent. The transportation from Seattle to New York
is $1.40, which brings it up to $24.19. The proposed duty will
bring it up to $25.02. The comparable set of dishes in the United
States, according to the figures furnished me, sells for $17.29.

Let us compare an article brought in from Germany with
the domestic article, Germany, Japan, and England are the
three large countries of origin of some of these china and
earthenware dishes.

Let us take an ordinary decorated cup and sancer. The
value at the factory in Germany, plus all these other itenrs

. which I have indicated, including the payment of the duty of
70 per cent, landed in New York is $1.50. The equivalent ad
valorem, if we add this specific duty, is 98 per cent, practically
100 per cent. The domestic cup and saucer of comparable
value and design is worth $1.30 in the United States.

The figures I have given for these imported articles do not
include any profit fo the importer. They simply include the
landing of the articles in New York, duty paid.

If these figures are correct—and nobody has disputed them;
they can not be disputed—how can it be contended that an-
other 98 or 100 per cent duty is necessary upon these articles
for the protection of the American product?

Mr. GEORGH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, BAREKLEY. I yield.

Mr. GEORGE. I want to ask the Senator a question to see if
my understanding is correct about this matter. I voted under
this apprehension, at any rate, just now. In the amendment
we have just voted on a specific duty of 10 cents per dozen
pieces was restored, but the ad valorem rate there is the same
as in the present law.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. GEORGE. That is correct, is it?

Mr., BARKLEY. That is correct.

Mr. GEORGE. There i no increase in the ad valorem rate.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true.

Mr. GEORGE. But in line 19 there is an increase in the ad
valorem rate above that in the present law, an increase above
that in the House bill, as well as the specific.

Mr. BARKLEY. There is an increase in the ad valorem duty ;
but, of course, we struck out the specific duty, and added 5 per
cent on the ad valorem duty.

Mr. GEORGE. And the ad valorem duty in paragraph 212 is
also an increase over the rate in existing law.

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that, in addition
to agreeing to the Senate committee amendment striking out
the 10 cents a dozen pleces, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, eliminated this entirely, and put it back to 50, which
it is in the present law, and was in the bill as it passed the
House,

Mr. GHORGE. But s it now stands, as I understand it, the
Senate amendment carries an increase in the ad valorem duty,
in line 19.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; as reported by the committee, but that
amendment was disagreed to as to 55 per cent, leaving it 50
per cent, as it is in the present law.

Mr. President, in the testimony before the Senate Finance
Committee and before the Ways and Means Committee, it was
admitted by Mr. Wells, who represented the pottery industry
before those committees, that the type of article coming in from
Japan is one not made in the United States, that it does not com-
pete with any article made in the United States, except indi-
rectly, just as a cotton suit of clothes competes with a woolen
suit, because if one can pot buy a woolen suit of clothes he
would be compelled to buy a cotton suit; but they are not com-
petitive articles. He also stated that, so far as these fancy
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dishes are concerned, anybody can go info a store and tell any
dish that is decorated in China or in Japan from that decorated
in some other country. All the stores carry them, and they
carry them because the taste of the American housewife has
compelled them to earry them. It is proposed here by a tariff
bill to destroy either the taste or the ability to gratify it.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr, GOFF. Is it not better to destroy a fanciful taste than to
keep thousands of people unemployed ?

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator can answer that question to his
own satisfaction——

Mr. GOFF. I think I answered it in the question I pro-
pounded.

Mr. BARKLEY. I will answer the Senator’s question and
he meed not be offended if I do not answer it in the first
sentence I utter. Wherever the American people desire an
article by reason of its type or appearance or its lightness or
its fabric and nobody in the United States will either attempt
to make or can make that article, then no one here has a right
to ask Congress to pass a tariff bill that puts the tariff so
high that our people can not buy that article unless those
asking the tariff are willing to make the attempt to produce
it in the United States. So far as I know no attempt has
been made by anybody in the United States to produce this
particular type of dish which the American housewife wants.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the junior Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. KEAN. I do not know whether the Senator is familiar
with china, but there has been a long-established pattern in
England which is blue china which is an exact imitation of
the blue china made in China. If we will put enough duty on
china in this country undoubtedly they will make a duplicate
of the china made in Japan.

Mr. BARKLEY. We have been a Nation for 150 years and
nobody has done it yet or attempted to do it. When are they
going to begin?

Mr. KHAN. When we get a condition where American labor
can afford to spend the time to do it.

Mr. BARKLEY. What the Senator means is that in order
to induce the Americans to make this article, which they have
never made or attempted to make, we ought to put a tariff on
it so high that they can not come in here from abroad and then,
perhaps, by chance some charitable institution will start to
make a dish that will suit the fastidious taste of the American
housewife.

Mr. KEAN. If we will put on a duty that compares in any
sense with the difference between Japanese labor and American
labor, the Americans will make that china.

Mr. BARKLEY. For a long time, as the Senator knows, we
imported practically all of our china into the United States,
and we do even now of the higher grades of china. The fine
high-class chinaware that is used on the tables of the people of
the United States, the expensive dinner sets that cost in the
hundreds of dollars, are not now made in the United States.
There is one company over in New Jersey that makes the Lenox
brand of chinaware, which to some extent competes with the
high-class English pottery. But we all know that any woman
who is able to buy the better class of china begins to look for
the brands that have been made for 100 years or more, that are
well established and are sold by reason of their character, their
appearance, their guality, and their standing.

Mr. HATFIELD, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. BARKLEY. I am glad to yield to my chemiecal friend.

Mr. HATFIELD. The Senator may or may not know that the
Lenox china manufactured at Trenton, N. J., now graces the
White House table in Washington, D, C.

Mr. BARKLEY. Why, of course. There is no question about
that. But is that any reason why the people of the United
States should be compelled to buy Lenox china if they do not
want it?

Mr, HATFIELD. That is very true, but the Senator made
the statement that we import our best china from Europe.

Mr. BARKLEY. I still say that we import most of it.

Mr. HATFIELD. I beg to differ with the Senator.

Mr. BARKLEY. And except for the fact that the Lenox
people make a special brand of china, we import all of our high-
grade china from Europe.

AMr. HATFIELD. From what part of Europe?

Mr, BARKLEY. From England.
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Mr. HATFIELD. We have no quarrel with England. We
have no quarrel with France. The French people are standing,
as the English are standing, with America against the cheap
pottery manufactured in Germany and in Japan.

Mr. BARKLEY. And if the increased duty provided for in
the bill was limited to the china that comes in from England
I would not be occupying the time of the Senate to talk about
it, because men and women who are able to buy the high-grade
chinaware are able to pay a tariff of 10 cents a dozen pieces.
But I am raising my voice for the people who can not afford
Lenox china, for the people who can not buy Haviland, for the
people who ean not buy the high-grade articles of chinaware,
but who do have to eat off of dishes.

Mr. BLEASHE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly,

Mr. BLEASE. I might remind the Senator from Kentucky
that we also imported the present occupant of the White House
from England. [Laughter.] 2

Mr. BARKLEY. I suppose that particular commodity at
the time was on the free list, too. [Laughter.] However,
I do not care to get into a discussion of the President of the
United States, though I do desire to discuss the dishes which
he and everyone else have to buy for use in the consumption of
their food.

The Senator from West Virginia and every other Senator
here knows that the item of dishes in every household is a
very important Item. There are thousands, yes, millions of
working people in the United States who can not afford these
expensive dishes. If the Senator would go into their homes,
he would find a rough, heavy quality of dishes. They can not
afford to buy any better quality. Seemingly the desire of the
Senator from West Virginia is to make it difficult for them
to buy even that type of dishes in the United States. Of course
1 realize that no argument I might present could make any
impression on the Senator from West Virginia on this subject,
because he has a pottery in West Virginia.

Mr. HATFIELD. We have 22 of them.

Mr. BARKLEY. I apologize to the Senator for the modesty
of my statement. Are they all owned by one concern?

Mr. HATFIELD. No; they are not.

Mr. BARKLEY. How many of them are owned by the
Homer Laughlin Co.?

Mr. HATFIELD. The Homer Laughlin Co., as I understand
it, have two batteries of continunous kilns. They have done
away with their periodie kilns.

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, the Homer Laughlin Co.
are using the most up-to-date method of manufacturing this
ware and they have been the leaders in the installation of
modern methods. They have, by reason of that fact, been
able to compete not only with domestic production, but to drive
much of it out of business., Many of the potteries that have
not been willing to adopt the new methods have gone out of
business, just as many of the old merchant furnaces producing
pig iron have gone out of business because they would not
install the modern methods of producing pig iron, just as the
old-fashioned methods of producing plate glass and window
glass have gone out of business because they could not compete
with the modern methods.

Mr. HATFIELD. 1 wish to suggest to the Senator from
Kentucky that to-day I discussed extensively the modern kiln
that is found in the United States to-day, and I established the
fact by a preponderance of evidence, taken from investigations
made by the Labor Department and by another department of
the Federal Government, that the American kiln, the periodie
kiln, is the most modern of any of the kilns that produces
pottery that can be found in the world. It is not therefore
a lack of modern kilns in America that brings about the present
condition. It is due to the difference in the price paid labor
at home and abroad.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has not yet disputed the fig-
ures I gave a while ago of the imports from Japan and from
Germany and from Hngland.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Th. PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 yield.

Mr. FESS. The Senator made a similar statement in the
committee when we were originally discussing this matter. The
Senator's statement was refuted by men in Ohio, from the town
of Sebring, by whom it was stated that they had the most
modern and up-to-date machinery that is known in the business.

Mr. BARKLEY. I have never said anything about Sebring.
There is a company there known as the Sebring Pottery Co.
which has been taken over and absorbed by one of the larger
companies,
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Mr. FESS. That is one of the towns which is a pottery town,
and it is in great distress now because of the bad condition of
the business. I want to ask the Senator from Kentucky, who is
a fair-minded man, and in spite of his position I think a great
deal of him, whether he believes that it is a sound policy if one
company, like the Laughlin, for example, is able to meet for-
eign competion, for us to ignore the smaller companies, the only
companies that really need protection? The Senator does not
believe that, does he?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I do not believe that, but where I find
the Homer Laughlin Co., by reason of its modern methods, by
reason of its efficiency, able to monopolize the domestic market
in the cheaper articles to which this specific tax applies most
heavily, then I am foreed to believe there is something else the
matter with the companies that are depressed because of a lack
of tariff.

Mr. FESS. The industry represents to me that the competi-
tion with foreign countries is the basis of the distress.

Mr. BARKLEY. I know that, otherwise they would have no
basis whatever for asking for an increased tariff or even for the
retention of the present duty. They are bound to make that
representation, otherwise they would have no standing in court.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARELEY. I yield.

Mr, HATFIELD. I beg to inform the Senator from Kentucky
that Mr. Sebring is very much in business. He owns four or
five individual kilns throughout the Ohio section. He built an
American continuous kiln. He also went to Germany and pur-
chased a modern continuous kiln in Germany. He brought the
German kiln over and established it at Sebring, Ohio.

Mr. BARKLEY. Could he not get one in this country?

Mr, HATFIELD. One in this country and one in Germany.

Mr. BARKLEY. Why did he want to import one if he is
against the importation of foreign articles?

Mr. HATFIELD, Let me finish my statement, if the Senator
please. He discontinued the use of both of those continuous
kilns and erected in their place periodic kilns.
mnl;. BARKLEY. He went back to the old-fashioned method

en

Mr. HATFIELD. He went to the most modern method of
periodic kiln by which the best china is made, whether at home
or abroad.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have here some photo-
graphs of some of the- samples brought over to the Finance Com-
mittee and exhibited there to show the effect of the tariff. I
want to call the attention of the Senate to just a few of them.
I have here a picture of a china egg cup, on which there is now
a duty of 70 per cent; but when it is brought into the United
States under this proposed 10 cents specific duty the total rate
will be 140 per cent, an increase of 100 per cent in the duty on
this particular article.

I have here a picture of a salt and pepper set—two pieces.
The present duty is 70 per cent; but if this amendment impos-
ing an extra 10-cent specific duty, shall be agreed to, the total
ad valorem duty will be 163 per cent. I have here an earthen-
ware salt and pepper set on which the duty is 50 per cent.

Mr. FESS, DMr. President, does not that same situation apply
to almost every article in the various schedules? Omne can pick
out this or that article on which there seems to be an abnormal
duty; but that is not the case when a schedule is considered as
a whole.

Mr. BARKLEY, This increase will apply almost universally
to all the cheaper classes of chinaware. I am only referring,
of course, to the samples which were brought down here and
exhibited before the Finance Committee. While it may not
seem very important to those of us who do not have to use the
cheaper grades of tableware, it is a matter of concern to the
men, women, and children of the United States when the tariff
on dishes of a cheap quality is increased from 150 to 500 per
cent,

It may be that most of the Members of this body and their
families are able to buy Lenox and Haviland and other high-
grade articles of chinaware, but there are millions upon millions
of people in the United States to whom an increase of 100 per
cent in a 50-cent article means, in all probability, in these
times a curtailment of just so much food.

I could go through this list here for an hour and point out
instances of the injustice of this specific rate, but I am not
going to do it. I am through; the Senate may now take a vote,
so far as I am concerned, without any further argument.

Mr. FESS. Vote!

Mr., BARKLEY. I make the point of no guorum, Mr. Presi-
dent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCurLocH in the chair).
The Secretary will call the roll
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The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Fletcher Johnson Robsion, Ky.
Aghurst Frazier Jones Bchall

Baird George Kean Bheppard
Barkley Glass Keyes Shortridge
Black Glenn La Follette Smith

Blaina 0 MeCulloel Bmoot

Bleaso Goldshorough McKellar Bteck

Borah Grundy McMaster Stephens
Bratton Hale McNary Swanson
Brock Harris Metealf Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Harrison Norbeck Thomas, Okla.
Capper Hastings Norris Trammell
Connally Hatfiel Nye Tydings
Copeland Hawes Oddie Vandenberg
Dale Hayden Patterson Walsh, Mont.
Dill Hebert Phipps Waterman
Fess Heflin Pine

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Sixty-
seven Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is
present.

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I hope that Senators are fortunate
enough to be owners of stock in the various domestic cement
companies. I merely wish to call the attention of the Senate
to the fact that just a few minutes after 2 o'clock this after-
noon, or about an hour before the stock exchange closed, we
voted on the question of a duty on cement and that whereas
the previous “ close ” for the stock of the International Portland
Cement Co. on yesterday was 56%, to-day it was high at 633§
and closed at 62%; that whereas at yesterday’s close Lehigh
Portland Cement Co. stock was 85, to-day’s high was 4014 and the
close was 40; and that whereas the common stock of the Penn-
Dixie Cement Co. yesterday closed at 716 it closed to-day at
1014, and while Penn-Dixie's preferred stock closed yesterday
at 4314 it closed to-day at 5234,

Mr. BLAINE and Mr. SMITH addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. NYE. 1 yield first to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. BLAINE. I heard comments on the floor yesterday to
the effect that the stock of the sugar companies had gone up,
and I hear to-day that cement stock has gone up. I should like
to ingquire of the Senator from North Dakota if it is not true
that butter and wheat and most other farm commodities, even
after tariff rates on them were increased, have been going down
in price?

AMr. NYE. I think the Senator might go a step farther and
remark that upon agricultural products, in some cases, it is
even difficult to get a bid.

Mr., SMITH. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. NYH. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina.

Mr, SMITH. I should like to state to the Senator that in
to-day's market cotton closed lower than it has been since the
World War., It lacked only 5 points of entering the 13-cent col-
umn, from a price some time ago of 21 cents, representing a
- decline of from $35 to $40 a bale, although the stocks on hand
are the smallest since the World War and——

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President

Mr. SMITH. Just a moment—and with the world consump-
tion about 2,000,000 bales in excess of the ordinary consump-
tion, the 2,000,000 bales increased consumption extending from
1927 to date, covering a period of about three years. In 1926
the maximum consumption of American cotton by the world
wias about 13,000,000 bales; in 1927 the consumption jumped to
15,780,000 bales ; in 1928, 15,400,000 bales, and in 1829 to 15,070,-
000 bales ; and the consumption promises this year to be around
the 15,000,000-bale point. Yet, with small stocks and a 2,000,000-
bale excess consumption, the price of cotton to-day touched the
lowest point it has reached since the World War.

Mr. KEAN and Mr. TRAMMELL addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield ; and if so, to whom?

Mr. NYE. I yield first to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr, KEAN, I merely wanted to remarik that perhaps the
‘condition stated by the Senator from South Carelina may be
due to the fact that most of the Senators on the other side of
the aisle voted against a duty on cement which uses more than
60,000,000 cotton bags a year.

Mr. SMOOT. If that were true, if the Senator from North
Dakota will allow me, an increase in the price of cement, ac-
cording to the Senator’s docfrine, would increase the consump-
tion, and the greater prosperity of the industry might cause
cotton to go up in sympathy ; but the cotton for the cement bags
ean be obtained for less than ever.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr, President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senater from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. NYE. I yield.

Mr. TRAMMELYL. Reference has been made to quotations
showing the increase in the price of the stock of American
sugar companies and also of cement companies. I did not vote!
for the duty on cement, but I did vote for the 2-cents-a-pound’
duty on sugar, though I declined to vote for a 2.25-cent rate.
Had the vote been different, does not the Senator think that
some other Senator to-night might have read stock quotations
showing that the price of the stock of Cuban sugar companies
had increased or that the price of the stock of Belgian cement
companies had increased.

Mr. NYE. I doubt that very much, Mr. President.

Mr. TRAMMELL, 8o far as I am concerned, I would rather
see the stock of American institutions increase than to see the
stock of foreign companies increase.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. NYE. 1 yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. Am I correct in understanding that the
Senator read a list of cement and sugar stocks that have gone
up in value?

Mr. NYE. No; I did not read any of the sugar-stock items.
I confined myself to cement,

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to inquire of the Senator if he can
explain how that is, because we were told here that the tariff
on cement would not increase the price of cement in the United
States. If that Is true, how could the stocks go up in value
just on one day’s notice?

Mr. NYE. T shall not attempt to answer the Senator's ques-
tion. It is quite beyond me, in view of the presentations that
have been made here in behalf of a duty on cement.

Mr. NORRIS. DMr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. NYE. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. I hope the Senator and the other Senators
will not feel depressed, because there is some very cheering
news that I wish to announce.

I have before me the evening paper; and in flaming headlines
clear across it I read this:

Hoover sees end of depression in 60 days.:

S0, while the farmer may be going down, big business is going
up. We are going to have good times in 60 days.

Mr. BARKLEY. 8o, on the Tth of May everything will be
all right.

Mr. SMOOT. If we would only guit our talking and do some
legislating, business would be better off.

Mr. BROUSSARD, Mr. President, I desire to say just a
few words.

My friend from South Carolina [Mr., Smrra] brought in the
question of cotton and its depressed price. If you will look at
the statistics, Mr. President, you will see that in the eighties
cotton and sugar sold at about the same price—between 5 and
8 cents a pound. They averaged about the same. My good
friend from the cotton States vote against a duty on sugar
when sugar is selling for 354 cents a pound, and they are
kicking because they can not borrow more than 16 cents on a
pound of cotton.

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, I understand that my friend
from Kentucky [Mr. BarxreY] just made some comparisons be-
tween dishes made in Germany and those made in America.
Am I right in that?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I made some comparisons as to Ger-
many and Japan, and also, I think, England.

Mr. COPELAND. I did not hear what the Senator said, so
perhaps my understanding in regard to his statement is not
correct; but I hold in my hand the Summary of Tariff Infor-
mation in regard to a decorated china dinner set of 100 pieces
imported from Germany, and the total value, including duty at
the proposed rate, at New York City was $23.56. I think those
are the figures the Senator gave. Now, if we compare that, which
is china, with a domestic decorated earthenware dinner set we
should find the comparison to our disadvantage, because the
value of the imported china set is $23.56, while the value of the
domestic decorated earthenware dinner set is $17.29; but the
value of the domestic decorated vitreous china dinner set,
which corresponds to the German set which is delivered at
$23.56 in New York, would be $46.73.

Mr., BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator, of course, un-
derstands that the domestic vitreous china is largely hotel
chinaware. The vitreous china made in the United States is
not used very largely in the home, and it is made by a different
process. It is thicker and heavier and harder, and it has been
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baked longer. 8o it is hardly fair to compare a set of dishes
used in a hotel with a set used in a home. It is for that
reason that the Tariff Commission, in those figures, makes a
comparison between the American-produced earthenware house-
hold article and the imported article,

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; but it would be unfair to give the
impression that this imported ware from Germany is earthen-
ware. It is not. It is china; and the price of the German china
set is §23, while the price of the domestic china set would be $46.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to have the
amendment stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the amend-
ment.

The CrHier CLERK., On page 40, lines 18 and 19, strike out
“ 10 cents per dozen pieces” and insert “ 50.”

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, let us be clear about it.
What we are asking is that the House language be restored.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A negative vote restores the
House language.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senate committee changed the “50"
to “65"; but we are asking, not for “55," but that the House
language of “10 cents per dozen pieces and 50 per cent ad
valorem ” be restored.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate committee in-
creased it to “ 55, but the Senate made it “ 50.”

Mr. COPELAND. Then if I wish to vote—as I do—for the
House language, how do I vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. *No.”

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BARKLEY. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, before the roll eall is com-
menced, I desire to make a very brief statement.

When the pottery schedule was under consideration before I
went into it with as much care as I could, and I reached the
conclusion that there was considerable depression in fthe in-
dustry. Whether rightly or wrongly, my information all indi-
cated that there was considerable depression; and I believe
that there should have been some slight increase in the rate.

I do not think all of the increases made by the House were
justified. I did believe, however, that there was justification
for a slight increase in the basic plain ware under paragraph
211, It seems to me that the additional ad valorem ought to
be sufficient, under economic management, to take care of the
additional cost upon the decorated or painted product. It seems
to me also that the ad valorem rate in paragraph 212—that is,
the chinaware—ought to be sufficient to take care of the needs
of the industry.

Mr. President, I wanted to make this statement because I
regret that I am not able to vote for these specific increases in
line 19 and on the subsequent pages, because I think the in-
creased ad valorem there ought to be sufficient to take care of
what I must concede, from such investigation as I was able to
make, to be a distressful condition in this particular industry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. On
that question the yeas and mnays have been demanded and
ordered. The clerk will eall the roll

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROCK (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Svizivan]. There-
fore I withhold my vote.

Mr. McKELLAR (when his name was called). On this ques-
tion I have a pair with the junior Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Towxsexp] and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. PATTERSON (when his name was called). On this

question I have a pair with the junior Senator from New York:

[Mr. Waexer]. I understand that if he were present, he would
vote “yea.” 1 transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Dare] and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson]. I transfer that pair
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr, PirrMan] and will vote, I
vote *“ yea.”

Mr. STECK (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, Mosgs].
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. WarLsH] and will vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr, STEPHENS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Rosinson] and
therefore withhold my vote.
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Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On
this question I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa
[Mr. BrookHART]. I understand that if he were present, he
would vote “yea.” I transfer that pair to the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. MoNary] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HAYDEN. On this question I have a pair with the
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. StEiwer] and withhold my
vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote *“ yea ™ ; and if
he were present, he would vote “nay.”

Mr. GLASS. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from Connecticut [Mr. BinaaAM]. Not knowing how he would
vote on this guestion, I shall have to withhold my vote. If at
liberty to vote, I should yote * yea,”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DeEser~] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ;

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gmierr] with the
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SrMMmoNs] ;

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHipsTEAD] With the Sen-
ator from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr, RoBINSON] ;

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. KiNa];

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howern] with the Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Greexp] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CARAwAY]; and

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Warcorr] with the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER].

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 28, as follows;

YEAS—31
Allen Capper Hawes Schall
Ashurst Conrally Heflin Sheppard
Barkley Dill Johnson Smith
Black Fletcher La Follette Bteck
Blaine Fragier MecMaster Bwanson
Blease George Norbeck dings
Borah Harris Norris Walsh, Mont,
Bratton Harrison Nye

NAYS—28
Baird Grundy Keyes Robsion, Ky.
Broussard Hale McCulloch Shortridg[e
Copeland Hastings Metealf Thomas, Idaho
Fess Hatfleld Oddie Thomas, Okla.
Glenn ° Hebert Patterson Trammell
Goft Jones Phipps Vandenberg
Goldsborough Kean Pine Waterman

NOT VOTING—3T

Bingham Gould Pittman Sullivan
Brock Greene Ransdell Townsend
Brookhart Hayden Reed Wagner
Caraway Howell Robinson, Ark. Waleott
Couzens Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Kinlg Shipstead Watson
Dale McKellar Simmons Wheeler
Deneen McNary Smoot
Gillett Moses Stelwer
Glass Overman Stephens

So the amendment was concurred in.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the next
amendment on which a vote was reserved.

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment on which a vote was
reserved was on page 41, line 12, where the Senate, as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, struck out * 10 cents per dozen pieces and.”

The amendment was concurred in.

The next amendment on which a vote was reserved was on
page 41, line 17, where the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, struck out the words “ 10 cents per dozen pieces and.”

The amendment was concurred in.

The next amendment on which a vote was reserved was on
page 41, line 17, where the Senate, as in Commitiee of the
Whole, struck out the word “ valorem ” and inserted the words
“valorem; any of the foregoing articles containing 25 per cent
or more of calcined bone, not painted, colored, tinted, stained,
enameled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or decorated in any
manner, 50 per cent ad valorem ; painted, colored, tinted, stained,
enameled, gilded, printed, or ornamented or decorated in any
manner, 55 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. The mere fact that a reservation was made
under the general head of * pottery,” without any designation
of the amendments that were adopted as in Committee of the
Whole in that schedule, does not seem to me to require that
every amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole should
be read for a revote, unless somebody asks for it. I do not
recall that this amendment was specified. If it was, it is all
right, but the mere fact that it is an amendment brought in by
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the Finance Committee and agreed upon as in Committee of
the Whole does not seem to me to require a vote on concurrence.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has sympathy with
what the Senator says, but since there was not any specifica-
tion, but a blanket reservation, the vote will have to be taken
on every amendment, unless it is agreed by unanimous consent
otherwise. The Chair would call the attention of the Senator
from West Virginia to this amendment.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I was unable to
hear the ruling of the Chair. It is exceedingly important. I
would like to undersfand what it is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky
ranised the question whether every amendment made as in Com-
mittee of the Whole on pottery should have an individual vote
in the Senate unless requested, and the Chair's decision was
that, since there was no specification other than as to “ pottery,”
he would have to call for an individual vote on each amend-
ment. If there is no desire to vote on any amendment, the
announcement can be made that without objection the amend-
ment is concurred in.

Mr. BARKLEY. It is my understanding that this was an
amendment brought in by the Finance Commitiee and agreed
to as in Committee of the Whole, and my recollection is that
there was no contest about it.

~ Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, that is exceed-
ingly important, because we will soon come to sundries, and am
I to understand that if anyone reserved the right to a separate
vote on sundries every vote taken as in Committee of the
Whole will be open for consideration?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. *“ Bundries” is a schedule and
“ pottery ” is a paragraph.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. As I understood it, pottery and
glassware constitute an entire schedule.

Mr. BARKLEY. No; paragraphs 211 and 212 are in Schedule
2, which is under the general head of “ Earthenware.”

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is pottery.

Mr. BARKLEY. But there are lots of other sorts of pottery
besides the items in paragraphs 211 and 212

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly; and when a reservation
is made as to pottery, under the ruling of the Chair, as I under-
stand if, every paragraph dealing with pottery is open for
another vote.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the Senator will loock on
page 2 of the list, he will find that paragraphs 211 and 212 were
specifically set forth. So that it could not apply to anything
else,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the last
amendment stated is concurred in.

The clerk will state the next amendment as to which a vote
was reserved.

The LecistatTive CLERE. In paragraph 218, on page 44, line
22, the Senate as in Committee of the Whole struck out the
words “bottles and jars provided for in,” and inserted in lien
thereof the words “ articles provided for in paragraph 217 or
in,” s0 as to read:

All the foregoing except articles provided for in paragraph 217 or
in subparagraph (e)—

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, may I inquire whether the
item now before us, “ glassware,” takes in every conceivable
amendment and every amendment that was made as in Commit-
tee of the Whole?

The PRESIDING OFFICHER. Paragraph 218 (a), 218 (e),
and 219, as the Senator will see if he will consult the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON. I see them, but there are many amendments
embraced in the paragraph. Could one by reserving a vote to
the entire bill, as adopted as in Committee of the Whole, have
the Senate voting continuously upon every conceivable amend-
ment that had been passed on?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it were so reserved, we
would be in that situation.

Mr. JOHNSON.
the entire bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would do it.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I am not questioning the legal
or technical accuracy of what the Presiding Officer says, but
may I mildly suggest that it does not quite make sense,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that
this whole procedure seems like nonsense to the Chair.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I assure the Senate that I do
not rise in any spirit of censoriousness. The last thing I would
like to do would be to appear to be ungracious, but at this junc-
ture I feel it to be a duty I must perform to ask the Chair rigidly
to enforce the rule found on page 23 of our rules, that no Sena-
tor may speak more than twice on any one question on the
same day. For 40 years the construction of that rule has been
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tha: when a Senator yields twice, even for a question, he has lost
the floor. I ask that that rule be enforced if we are ever to
get through with this bill,

I have not taken up a quarter of a page of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp during the consideration of this bill, and do not expect
to do so, but I feel that this rule ought to be enforced. I re-
spectfully request and ask the Chair to do so henceforth, and
that every Senator be put upon his notice that after he has
yielded twice he has lost the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the pending
amendment is concurred in.

The next amendment on which a separate vote was reserved
wasg, on page 45, line 1, after the word * tubes,” to strike out the
word “or” and to insert in parenthesis the words “(except
gauge glass tubes) and.”

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, T move, in line 1, after the
word “ tubes " to insert a comma and the words “rods, canes,”
so that it will read:

Tubes (except gruge glass tubes), rods, canes, and tubing.

If I may have the attention of the Senator from Utah, the
reason for it is that in four different places in the bill we have
provided for rods, these glass rods I am talking about, which
are found in bath rooms for hanging towels on. We have them
at a rate of 40 per cent for the opal, 50 per cent for the colored
ones, 65 per cent for the tube, and 85 per cent for the glass rod,
all made in exactly the same way.

My suggestion to the Senator is that, so far as the chairman
may, he accept this mendment, take it to conference, and then
will be in position to strike out the language on page 44, line 19,
where it appears, and on page 53, line 15, and since this para-
graph, where I have placed it, is the one in which we find the
largest number of importations, it would seem to me that the
rate there of 65 per cent would be a very fair rate, and put them
all on the same level.

Mr. SMOOT. What the Senator wants is to take out rods
from paragraph 218,

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, on line 19.

Mr. SMOOT. Carrying a duty of 85 per cent ad valorem,
and to put them in subdivision (b), carrying a duty of 65 per
cent ad valorem,

Mr. COPELAND. That is right; and then take them out on
page 53, line 15.

Mr. SMOOT. That means to take the rods at 40 per cent
out of paragraph 231 and put them in paragraph 265, and take
the rods at 85 per cent and put them at 65 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. I find that the large importations of
these rods are under the paragraph on page 45.

Let the Senator take that to conference, and if it is found
desirable to place it otherwise, of course that can be done, but
I am satisfied that there is no reason on earth for having four
articles identical in method of manufacture given four different
rates of duty.

Mr. SMOOT. I ean not say off-hand whether this, taking it
as a whole, is an increase or a decrease. My opinion is that
it is an increase, on the whole. It may be well enough, if there
is no objection, to let these matters go to conference, but I
would want that understood.

Mr. COPELAND. I think the matter should go to confer-
ence, with the conferees free to make the adjustment in any
manner.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course we would have that right, but I
would not want to be charged here with not having stood by the
Senate amendment in conference.

Mr, COPELAND. I would not consider that the Senator
could do anything that would cause such a charge. It stands
to reason that the tubes and rods, no matter where they are,
should be taxed the same. I am not interested in the amount
of the tax, but simply in having thenr on the same level.

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator used another word after the
word * rod.”

Mr. COPELAND. “Cane.” It is the same thing.

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to letting it go to confer-

ence.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment to the amendment,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. SMOOT. I understand that vote covers all three of the
changes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; it does. The question
now is on agreeing to the amendment as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, in paragraph (c), page 45,
line 13, I desire to have inserted after the word “glass” the
words “ including case glass.” This is the reason for it. We

see two lamp shades identical, but one is homogeneous and
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class. It is known as case glass. Undoubtedly since this para-
graph covers all illuminating articles they would come in the
same class.

Mr. SMOOT. What the Senator wants is, after the word
“glass ™ in line 13, to insert “ case?”

Mr. COPELAND. To insert the words

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, when two Senators get
their heads together and whisper to each other in the way the
Senator from New York and the Senator from Utah are now
doing, it is impossible for anyone to hear what they are saying.

Mr. SMOOT. I did not know the Senator was listening.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, who has the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would like to ask the Senator from
New York what rate case glass now bears.

Mr. COPELAND. When it comes in as an illuminating
article—

Mr. SMOOT. The case-glass rate is 60 per cent. The Sen-
ator from New York takes case glass and puts it in with glass
for use in connection with articles of illumination at 70 per
cent. It would be an increase of 10 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator from Wis-
consin, if he will notice the language of subparagraph (c),
it reads “ illuminating articles of every description, finished or
unfinished, wholly or in chief value of glass, for use in con-
nection with artificial illumination.” Unguestionably the cus-
‘toms court would say that these are identieal objeets. The
articles are identical in use.

Mr. BARKLEY. The sitnation is that case glass is simply
a glass that comes in at 60 per cent, and I think the language
of the paragraph is broad enough to cover case glass.

Mr, COPELAND. That is true.

Mr. BARKLEY. It is a matter of precaution that causes the
Senator to desire it placed here?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from New York to the
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was coneurred in.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I send to the desk the following
amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to call
the attention of the Senator from Utah that all of the amend-
ments have been reserved in paragraph 218,

Mr. SMOOT. This is an entirely new amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The LeciscATive CLErRx. On page 45, line 17, strike out the
words “and parts thereof,” and after the word * valorem "
insert the following:

Provided, That parts not specially provided for, wholly or in chief
value of glass, or any of the foregoing shall be subject to the same rate
of duty as the articles of which they are a part.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the explanation of this amend-
ment is very brief. The subparagraph as agreed to in Commit-
tee of the Whole inecluded only parts of illuminating glassware
and failed to provide for parts as, for example, of glass chande-
liers. The amendment corrects the error and provides that
parts shall be dutiable at the rate provided for on the article
of which it is a part.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the amend-
ment as amended is concurred in. The Chair calls attention
to the fact that the amendment in lines 5 and 6, page 45, has
not yet been acted mpon. Without objection that amendment
is concurred in.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if I may have the attention
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] and my colleagues on
this side of the Chamber, when the matter of bottles came up
the first time, the then Senator from New Jersey, Mr. Hdge, was
very anxious to have the rate on ground glass bottles, hand-
blown, raised to 8214 per cent. I resisted that, and then made
a very stupid error. I asked that the rate be made 75 per cent
on the handblown bottles, and then insisted that 65 per cent
should be put upon automatic machine-made bottles. Those
are very cheaply made and are used in every 5 and 10 cent store,
the little Jbottles for perfumery that are sold in those stores
being made in this way by machinery, The next time the matter
came up, after some discussion, the rate was fixed on the auto-
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matic machine-made bottles at 40 per cent. They are now
coming in at 50 cents a gross. My amendment is to change
the rate on automatic machine-made bottles to 25 per cent, s0
it would read:

(e) Bottles and jars, wholly or in chief value of glass, of the char-
acter used or designed to be used as containers of perfume, talcum
powder, toilet water, or other tollet preparations; bottles, vials, and
Jjars, wholly or in chief value of glass, fitted with or designed for use
with ground-glass stoppers, when suitable for use and of the character
ordinarily employed for the holding or transportation of merchandise ;
all the foregoing produced by automatic machine, 25 per cent ad
valorem ; otherwise produced, 75 per cent ad valorem, For the pur-
poses of this subparagraph no regard shall be had to the method of
manufacture of the stoppers or covers.

: 410 move that the figures “25" be substituted for the figures

Mr. SMOOT. That is even lower than the rate to-day.

Mr. COPELAND. Ohb, no.

Mr. SMOOT. Valued at $1.50 under paragraph 215 they carry
50 cents a gross, and the ad valorein equivalent is 3314 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator need have no distress about
it because we are not importing any of these bottles,

Mr. SMOOT. I have no distress at all, not any more than
the Senator has when we are asking for increased rates. I am
calling the attention of the Senate to the facts in the case. If
the Senate wants to make the change, that is all right, but
these are the facts. The Senator may be perfectly right in say-
ing 25 per cent is ample protection.

Mr. COPELAND. I want to say in reply to what the Senator
just said that there was one witness before the committee and
he represented the hand-blown bottles.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not talking about any witness.

Mr. COPELAND. He said he did not care if there was no
protection placed upon the automatic machinemade bottle.

Mr. SMOOT.
ness said. I am giving the rate to-day as submitted to me by
the Tariff Commission. That is all I am stating. The Senator's
first proposition was 40 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, No.
idiotic one,

Mr. SMOOT. That is probably true.

Mr. COPELAND. It was 65 per cent, because I did not
understand the problem, and if it had not been for my stupidity

My first proposition was an

I am not saying anything about what any wit- |

there would not be any rate placed upon these bottles, They -

would automatically fall under paragraph 217, because former
Senator Edge urged me at the time to withdraw the suggestion
about the rate on automatic machinemade bottles, and my friend
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEorce] told me at the time that
it was a mistake on my part, because they would automatically
fall under paragraph 217. Now we have rearranged paragraph
218 with new language, so as to cover these technical instru-
ments and bottles that are used in laboratories, that are ground
out, where a ground-glass stopper might be used, but where a
device slips in a tube ingide, That is taken care of in the new
language. Therefore we must have a rate on the bottles. That
is the rate which I am suggesting, and I am confident that it
does not mean any change over the present situation that is
material in the least, but it does correct what I regret exceed-
ingly was my own stupid failure in the matter to present it in
the right way at the time.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator’s first proposition may have been
idiotic ; he admits it was; but what about his second proposition
of 40 per cent? Was that idiotic, too?

Mr. COPELAND. This is what happened: The Senator from
Utah [Mr. Smoor] told me that he was going to insist on 50
per cent, and I begged him not to do that, and finally it was
agreed that it should be put at 40 per cent.
to all concerned. Here is the reason why I propose to put any
rate on at all. I am anxious that the bottle blowers of New
Jersey and Maryland should be given this protection, but if we
make the rate so high on the automatic machinemade bottles,
then it throws all of the traffic into hand-blown bottles. These
are articles that are used everywhere in every household, in
every doctor's office, in every nurse's office, on every manicure
table, wherever bottles are used with glass stoppers, not hand
blown but turned out by the millions by machinery.

Mr. SMOOT. Forty per cent is not going to throw them into
any other paragraph. This being a cheap bottle, the 40 per cent
on cheap bottles would apply, and nobody will ever think for
a moment that it is going to be thrown into the 75 per cent
?tn:.ﬁket. Nobody wants it there and nobody would vote to put

ere,

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator what is
the equivalent ad valorem at the present time?

It is very clear .




4952

Mr. SMOOT. On a value of $1.50 the equivalent ad valorem
is 3314 per cent.

Mr. GEORGE. I well recall when this particular paragraph
was first reached that the Senator from New York insisted upon
a duty of 65 per cent, and I then called his attention to the
fact that he was out of line, but he was somewhat confused as
to the facts and insisted on placing 65 per cent. Subsequently,
it was placed at 40 per cent. I am sure the Senator from New
York has merely discovered the original confusion and wishes
to get it corrected.

Mr. SMOOT. Why will not the Senator take 8314 per cent
ad valorem?

Mr. COPELAND. No; I will not do that.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, I want a vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from New York to the amendment
adopted as in Committee of the Whole. [Putting the question.]
The Chair is in doubt.

On a division, the amendment to the amendment was agreed

to. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring
in the amendment adopted as in the Committee of the Whole as
amended.

The amendment adopted as in Committee of the Whole, as
amended, was concurred in.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, unfortunately, two Senators
were compelled to leave the Chamber who are interested in the
next paragraph—the glass paragraph.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Who are they, Mr. President?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think I had better say anything about
that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think that Senators ought to remain
here when these items are coming up.

Mr. SMOOT. I think so, too.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I object to anything being put over.

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to say that we are going to meet at
10 o'clock to-morrow morning, and I thought, perhaps, we had
better take a recess now and take the item up to-morrow
morning. I was not going to ask to put it over.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Very well: but I do not think Senators
ought to ask that amendments be delayed because of their
engagements.

Mr. SMOOT. If we took it up now we would spend three-
quarters of an hour and could not then get a vote.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am willing, if the Senator wants to
take a recess; but I do think that Senators ought not to ask
for any further delay in the consideration of these items.

Mr. SMOOT. I do, too; but the Senators whom I have in
mind said they had to go out of town, or they would have been
here.

I move, Mr. President, that the Senate take a recess, the
recess being until 10 o'clock to-morrow morning.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 17 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess, the recess being, under the
order previously entered, until to-morrow, Saturday, March 8,
1930, at 10 o’clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate March 7 (legis-
lative day of January 6), 1930
CoasT Guarp
Edward M. Eent to be a constructor in the Coast Guard of
the United States, to rank as such from March 3, 1928,
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY
To be assistant to the Quartermaster General, with the rank of
brigadier genecral, for a period of four ycars from date of
acceptance, with rank from April 16, 1930
Col. Henry Charles Whitehead, Quartermaster Corps, vice
Brigadier General Harry F. Rethers, Assistant to the Quarter-
master General, to be retired from active service April 15, 1930.
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY
TO ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT
Maj. Gordon Bennett Welch, Coast Artillery Corps (assigned
to duty with Ordnance Department), with rank from Feb-
roary 2, 1930.
TO CAVALRY
Second Lieut. Carroll Huston Prunty, Infantry, effective
July 1, 1930, with rank from June 9, 1928.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY
To be major

mggpt. Augustine Joseph Zerbes, Field Artillery, from March 5,
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To be captains
igg‘oirst Lieut. Andrew Ed Forsyth, Cavalry, from February 22,
9?IE:‘grs:l: Lieut. David Goodwin Barr, Infantry, from March 1,
19630.
% Férg%: Lieut. Mark Histand Doty, Field Artillery, from March
1 ;
1931‘31‘3\‘. Lieut. Charles Peter Prime, Air Corps, from March B,
: To be first lieutenants
Second Lieut. Joris Bliss Rasbach, Field Artillery, from
February 22, 1930,
Second Lieut. Herman Lester Darnstaedt, Infantry, from
February 25, 1930.
Second Lieut. Leonard Marion Johnson, Field Artillery, from
March 1, 1930.
Second Lieut. Chester Archibald Rowland, Corps of Engi-
neers, from March 4, 1930.
9g‘:'eccrnd Lieut. John Sterling Taylor, Infantry, from March 5,
1930.
MEDICAL CORPS

To be majors
Capt. Luther Remi Moore, Medical Corps, from February 27,
1930

lgggpt. Carl Randolph Mitchell, Medical Corps, from March 1,
. Qggpt. Michael Gerard Healy, Medical Corps, from March 3,

To be captain
First Lieut. Dean McLaughlin Walker, Medical Corps, from
Mareh 5, 1930.
POSTMASTERS

ALABAMA

Nelson C. Fuller to be postmaster at Centerville, Ala., in
g,h]cges,(‘)ﬂ N. C. Fuller. Incumbent’s commission expired March
Clarence B. Combs to be postmaster at Fairfax, Ala., in place
3330 C. B. Combs. Incumbent's commission expired March 2,
J ohn B. Daughtry to be postmaster at Hartford, Ala., in place
1053 g . B. Daughtry, Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,
Florrie Vinson to be postmaster at Louisville, Ala., in place
g;ag‘lorrie Vinson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,
Lt;cy Downing to be postmaster at Moulton, Ala., in place of
{.:;é%y Downing. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
Robert A. Tuck to be postmaster at Oneonta, Ala., in place
of R. A. Tuck. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1930.
James A. Anderson to be postmaster at University, Ala., in
place of J. A. Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930.
ARIZON A

Donald McIntyre to be postmaster at Yuma, Ariz., in place
of Donald MeIntyre. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930. !

ARKANSAS

Charles A. Kelley to be postmaster at Searcy, Ark., in place
](352(9_:. A. Kelley. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17,
; CALIFORNIA

Henry M. Hammond to be postmaster at Alameda, Calif., in
place of H. M. Hammond. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Leonard E. Whitener to be postmaster at Coalinga, Calif.,
in place of L. E. Whitener. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Carlos H. Salinas to be postmaster at Hermosa Beach, Calif.,
in place of C. H. Salinas, Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 21, 1929.

Walter L. Cleveland to be postmaster at Huntington Park,
Calif.,, in place of W. L. Cleveland. Incumbent’s commissgion
expires March 11, 1930.

Kenneth F. Reynolds to be postmaster at Irvington, Calif., in
place of K. F. Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Rebecea Dabney to be postmaster at La Crescenta, Calif,, in
place of Rebecca Dabney. Incumbent's commission expires
March 11, 1930,

John C, Titterington to be postmaster at La Verne, Calif,, in
place of J. P. Dickey, resigned.
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Fred R. Howe fto be postmaster at Santa Cruz, Calif., in
place of F. R. Howe. Incumbent's commission expires March
11, 1930.

Mary L. Cogan to be postmaster at Santa Margarita, Calif.,
in place of M. L. Cogan. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1930.

Elgie B, Lausten to be postmaster at Walnut Grove, Calif.,
in place of E. B. Lausten. Incumbent's commission expires
March 11, 1930.

COLORADO

Robert L. Wilkinson to be postmaster at Burlingtom, Cole.,
in place of R. L. Wilkinson. Incumbent's commission expired
February 23, 1930.

Charles Lawton to be postmaster at Fort Logan, Colo. in
place of Charles Lawton. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 10, 1930.

Kiah €. Brown to be postmaster at Merino, Colo., in place
of K. C. Brown. Incumbent's commission expires March 10,
1930.

CONNECTICUT

Samuel H. Kellogg to be postmaster at Colchester, Conn., in
place of 8. H. Kellogg. Incumbent's commission expired March
3, 1930.

Samuel E. Louden to be postmaster at Riverside, Conn., in
place of 8. E. Louden. Incumbent’s commission expired March
3, 1930.

FLORIDA

Frank W. Rodenberg to be postmaster at Vero Beach, Fia.,
in place of G. K. Masten. Incumbent's commission expired
March 11, 1928,

IDAHO

FElsie M. Renfrew to be postmaster at Potlatch, Idaho, in place
of L. N. Balch, resigned.

ILLINOIS

Hamil BE. Veach to be postmaster at Clayton, Ill., in place of
H. BE. Veach. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1930.

Charles L. Smith to be postmaster at Cutler, Ill., in place of
C. L. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired March 3, 1930.

George M. Clark to be postmaster at Galesburg, Ill., in place
of G. M. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired February 6,
1930.

John R. MeclIntire to be postmaster at Grand Chain, Ill., in
place of J. R. MclIntire, Incumbent’s commission expired March
3, 1930,

William E., Erfort, jr., to be postmaster at Lansing, Ill., in
place of W. E. Erfort, jr. Incumbent's commission expired
March 3, 1930,

Arthur J. Mollman to be postmaster at Millstadt, IllL, in place
of A. J. Mollman. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3,
1930.

INDIANA

Ernest C. Purdue to be postmaster at Newburgh, Ind., in
place of E. C. Purdue. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 23, 1930. 1

Levert E. Binns to be postmaster at New Richmond, Ind., in
place of L. E. Binns, Incumbent's commission expired March 6,
1830.

Cyrus V. Norman to be postmaster at Sheridan, Ind., in place
of C. V. Norman. Incumbent's commission expired December
15, 1929,

William H. Ammon to be postmaster at Swayzee, Ind., in place
of W. H. Ammon., Incumbent’'s commission expired March 6,
1930.

Bernice M. Beeks to be postmaster at Urbana, Ind., in place
0;., B. M. Beeks. Incumbent's commission expired January 6,
1930.

I0WA

Hlda B. Sparks to be postmaster at Buffalo Center, Iowa, in
place of H. B, Sparks, Incumbent’s commission expired March
5, 1930.

Vellas L. Gilje to be postmaster at Elkader, Iowa, in place
of V. L, Gilje. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5, 1930.

Raymond W. Rhoades to be postmaster at Glenwood, Iowa,
in place of R. W. Rhoades. Incumbent's commission expires
March 8, 1930, A

Eva Keith to be postmaster at Goldfield, Towa, in place of
Eva Keith. Incumbent's commission expires March 8, 1930,

Leonidas L. Greenwalt to be postmaster at Hastings, Iowa,
in place of L. L. Greenwalt. Incumbent's commission expired
March 5, 1930.

Inga E. Cheely to be postmaster at Hornick, Iowa, in place
of I. H. Cheely. Incumbent’s commission expires March 8, 1930.
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be postmaster at Indianola, Iowa, in
Incumbeut’s commission expired March

John R. Barker, to
place of J. R. Barker.
6, 1930. Sy s | ]

George McNeish, jr., to be postmaster at Kanawha, Iowa, in
place of George McNeish, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 5, 1930.

John Harden to be postmaster at Linden, Iowa, in place of
John Harden. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5, 1930.

William C. MeCurdy to be postmaster at Massena, Iowa, in
place of W. (. MecCurdy. Incumbent's commission expires
March 8, 1930.

Eugene E. Heldridge to be postmaster at Milford, Iowa, in
place of E. E. Heldridge. Incumbent's commission expires
March 8, 1930.

Thomas F. Fawcett to be postmaster at Ocheyedan, Iowa, in
place of T. F, Fawcett. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Bruce 1. Harlow to be postmaster at Onawa, Iowa, in place
of (])3 E. Harlow. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5,
1930.

Otto J. Warneke to be postmaster at Readlyn, Iowa, in place
of 0. J. Warneke. Incumbent's commission expires March 8,
1930.

Edith J. Delong to be postmaster at Truro, Iowa, in place of
. J. Delong. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5, 1930.

Ross G. Hauser to be postmaster at Union, Iowa, in place of
R. G. Hauser. Incumbent's commission expires March 8, 1930.

Leonard G. Kelley to be postmaster at Wall Lake, Iowa, in
place of L. G. Kelley. Incumbent's commission expired March
b, 1930.

Inez I. Gano to be postmaster at Washta, Iowa, in place of
D. C. Gearhart, resigned.

Henry C. Ficke to be postmaster at Wheatland, Iowa, in
place of H. C. Ficke. Incumbent’s commission expired March
5, 1930.

KANSAS

Mabel I. Driggs to be postmaster at Bern, Kans., in place of

M. I. Driggs. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 10, 1930.
Vaclay Sajner to be postmaster at Bison, Kans., in place of
Vaclav Sajner. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.
Charles A. Godding to be postmaster at Burns, Kans., in place
%3 (3 A. Godding. Incumbent’s commission expired February 6,
Jacob W, Wright to be postmaster at Blk City, Kans., in place
%22% W. Wright. Incumbent's commission expired December 14,
I)fmiel O. Anderson to be postmaster at Everest, Kans., in
place of G. D. Bollinger. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 14, 1929,
Marion W. Covey to be postmaster at Miltonvale, Kans,, in
I;(l)uc;eg{;:{i)f M. W. Covey. Incumbent’s commission expires March
Loyd J. Cobun to be postmaster at Sabetha, Kans., in place of
11\;3111%12539 Bingham. Incumbent's commission expired December
Georg‘e P. Plotner to be postmaster at Scandia, Kans., in
place of G. P. Plotner. Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 18, 1930.
Bruce Griffith to be postmaster at Wichita, Kans., in place of
189231 Young. Incumbent's commission expired December 14,
; KENTUCKY

Anna M. Seaton to be postmaster at Buechel, Ky., in place of
i\éml)ﬂ. Seaton, Imcumbent’s commission expired December 15,

Mary K. Diersing to be postmaster at Shively, Ky., in place of
gzéi Diersing. Incumbent’'s commission expired December 15,

MAINE

Harold L. Haskell to be postmaster at Lee, Me., in place of
H. L. Haskell. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930,

Winnifred J. Libby to be postmaster at Ocean Park, Me., in
place of W. J. Libby. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Charles A. Robinson to be postmaster at Portland, Me., in
place of O. A. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930.

MARYLAND

Charles G, Tedrick to be postmaster at Clear Spring, Md., in
place of C. G. Tedrick. Imncumbent’s commission expired March
2, 1930.

Joseph 8. Haas to be postmaster at Mount Rainier, Md., in
place of J. 8. Haas, Incumbent’s commission expired January
8, 1930.
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Granville 8. Cropper to be postmaster at Ocean City, Md.,, in

place of G. 8. Cropper. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 4, 1930,

MASSACHUSETTS

George L. Minott to be postmaster at Gardner, Mass,, in place
of G. L. Minott. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
1930.

Harlin 8. Cummings to be postmaster at Lynn, Mass., in place
of H. 8. Cummings. Incumbent’s commission expired March
2, 1930.

Hazen M. Emery to be postmaster at Merrimae, Mass., in
place of H. M. Emery. Incumbent's commission expired March
2, 1930.

Neil R. Mahoney to be postmaster at North Billerica, Mass,,
in place of N. R. Mahoney. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930. :

Annie B. Ellis to be postmaster at Sheffield, Mass,, in place
of A. B. Ellis. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1930.

Arthur J. Fairgrieve to be postmaster at Tewksbury, Mass.,
in place of A. J. Fairgrieve. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930.

John W, Keith to be postmaster at Warren, Mass,, in place of
J. W. Keith. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.

MICHIGAN

Isaac Hurst to be postmaster at Akron, Mich., in place of
Isaac Hurst. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 1930.

Edwin L. Fox to be postmaster at Athens, Mich., in place of
E. L. Fox. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 1930.

Percy W. Totten to be postmaster at Brooklyn, Mich., in place
of P. W. Totten. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10,

1930.

Olin M. Thrasher to be postmaster at Mount Morris, Mich., in
place of O. M., Thrasher. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 10, 1930,

Lydia A. McElhinney to be postmaster at Snover, Mich., in
place of L. A. McHElhinney. Incumbent’'s commission expired
March 3, 1930.

Willard L. Claver to be postmaster at Zeeland, Mich., in place
053 3‘? L. Claver. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3,
1930.

MINNESOTA

George T. Sands to be postmaster at Alvarado, Minn., in
pgce of G. T, Sands. Incumbent’s position expires Mareh 11,
1930.

Charles W. Strebel to be postmaster at Arlington, Minn., in
place of C. W. Strebel. Incumbent's commission expires March
11, 1930.

Edward L. Barstow to be postmaster at Barnum, Minn., in
place of E. L. Barstow. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Margaret O'Brien to be postmaster at Eden Valley, Minn.,,
in place of William O’Brien, deceased.

Harlan J. Miner to be postmaster at International Falls,
Minn,, in place of H. J, Miner. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pires March 11, 1830.

Lynn J. Dewey to be postmaster at Jeffers, Minn., in place of
L. J. Dewey. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930.

Fred G. Brower to be postmaster at Kimball, Minn., in place
of F. G. Brower. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1930.

Edward M, La Fond to be postmaster at Little Falls, Minn.,
in place of E. M. La Fond. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Ralph V. Townsend to be postmaster at Minnesota Lake,
Minn., in place of R. V. Townsend. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pires March 11, 1930.

Walter W. Pearson to be postmaster at Nevis, Minn,, in place
of W. W. Pearson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
1930.

William J. Kritta to be postmaster at New Prague, Minn., in
place of W. J. Kritta. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 21, 1930. 3

George W. Shipton to be postmaster at Ogilvie, Minn, in
place of G. W. Shipton. Incumbent's commission expired
December 18, 1929.

Anna Barnes to be postmaster at Randall, Minn., in place of
Anna Barnes. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18,
1929,

James N. Kain to be postmaster at Round Lake, Minn., in
‘%g%e of J. N. Kain. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
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William H. Wilson to be postmaster at Rushmore, Minn., in
fiacfsgé W. H. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires March

/ ;

John C. Klein to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Minn., in place
of J. C. Klein. Inmeumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930.

Lewis A. Bradford to be postmaster at Verndale, Minn., in
place of L. A. Bradford. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

MISSISSIPPI

Henry L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Ackerman, Miss, in
place of H. L. Rhodes. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 27, 1930.

Frankie M. Storm to be postmaster at Benoit, Miss,, in place
of F. M, Storm. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1930,

Thomas A. Chapman to be postmaster at Friar Point, Miss,,
in place of T. A. Chapman. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 15, 1930.

John C. Bowen to be postmaster at Senatobia, Miss,, in place
%2-19. C. Bowen. Incumbent's commission expired December 15,
MISSOURI

John Rohrer to be postmaster at Bourbon, Mo., in place of
John Rohrer. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 19830,

William ©. Christeson to be postmaster at Dixon, Mo., in place
253 TJ«' C. Christeson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6,

Leland G. Riley to be postmaster at Eagleville, Mo., in place
of L. G. Riley. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930,

Herold D. Condray to be postmaster at Ellsinore, Mo., in place
053 ﬁ[ D. Condray. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1930.

Charles ¥. Boon to be postmaster at Greentop, Mo., in place
tl.'»g 23 F. Boon. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18,

Clyde E. Jennings to be postmaster at Hollister, Mo., in place
%3:}}. H. Jennings, Incumbent's commission expires March 11,

Morris W. Ledbetter to be postmaster at Marble Hill, Mo.,
in place of M. W. Ledbetter. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 6, 1930.

Guy Ridings to be postmaster at Middletown, Mo., in place
gg 33“ Ridings. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,

Gustav C. Rau to be postmaster at Pacific, Mo., in place of
G. C. Ran. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930,

Clarence B. Robinson to be postmaster at South West City,
Mo., in place of C. B. Robinson. Incumbent’'s commission ex-
pired March 6, 1930.

John J. Schaper to be postmaster at Warrenton, Mo., in place
10; 33 J. Schaper. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,

Oscar F. Schulte to be postmaster at Washington, Mo., in
place of O, F. Schulte. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

MONTANA

Leanore K. O. Roderick to be postmaster at Outlook, Mont.,
in place of L. K. C. Roderick. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 27, 1930.

NEBRASKA

J. Dean Ringer to be postmaster at Omaha, Nebr., in place of
ilgsg) Ringer. Incumbent's commission expired February 23,

Alice Ward to be postmaster at Primrose, Nebr., in place of
Alice Ward. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.

Frank A. Millhouse to be postmaster at Sumner, Nebr. in
place of F. A. Millhouse. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 10, 1930,

Elsie B. Thompson to be postmaster at Wynot, Nebr., in place
of E, B. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired February
23, 1930.

NEW JERSEY

Ralph G. Collins to be postmaster at Barnegat, N. J., in place
of R. G. Collins, Incumbent's commission expired March 2,
1930,

Yictor R. Bell to be postmaster at Closter, N. I., in place of
gszi:l. Lindemagn. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5,

John D. Seals to be postmaster at Kenvil, N. J., in place of
J. D. Seals. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1930.

Loretta Conrow to be postmaster at Oceanport, N. J., in place
gtti Iiograetzjlfta Conrow. Incumbent’'s commission expired February

L
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NEW MEXICO

Gertrude Warrender to be postmaster at Logan, N. Mex,, in
place of Gertrude Warrender. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930.

1 NEW YOREK

John Common to be postmaster at Andover, N. Y., in place of
John Common. Incumbent’s commission expired February. £7,
1930,

Willianm W. Hendryx to be postmaster at Avoea, N. Y., in
place of W. W. Hendryx. Incumbent's commission expired
January 29, 1930.

Mary H. Dunn to be postmaster at Bellmore, N. Y., in place
of M. H. Dunn. Incumbent’s commission expired February 27,
1930.

Otis G. Fuller to be postmaster at Central Square, N. Y., in
place of O. G. Fuller. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Norman 8. Taylor to be postmaster at Clayville, N. Y., in place
of N. 8. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1930.

Lena M. Johnson to be postmaster at Interlakem, N. Y., in
place of L. M. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

McKenzie B. Stewart to be postmaster at Mooers, N. Y., in
place of M. B. Stewart. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-
ary 18, 1930.

David C. Gilmour to be postmaster at Morristown, N. Y., in
place of D, C. Gilmour. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Jay B. Purcell to be postmaster at Ovid, N. Y., in place of
J. B. Purcell. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1930.

John E. Widger to be posimaster at Smyrna, N. Y., in place
of J. E. Widger. Incumbent's commission expired January 29,
1930.

Daniel H. DeLair to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, N. Y., in
place of D. H. DeLair. Incumbent's commission expired March
2, 1930.

NORTH CAROLINA

Judson D. Albright to be postmaster at Charlotte, N. C,, in
place of J. D. Albright.* Incumbent’s commission expires March
16, 1930.

Walter F. Justus to be postmaster at Flat Rock, N, C.,, in
place of W, F. Justus. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Heber R. Munford to be postmaster at Greenville, N. C,, in
place of H. R. Munford. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 26, 1930.

Jenks Terry to be postmaster at Hamlet, N. C., in place of
Jenks Terry. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930.

John €. Smith to be postmaster at Lenoir, N. O, in place
:?sg.i J. C. Smith. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 11,

30,

Thomas H. Peele to be postmaster at Rich Square, N. C, in
place of T. H. Peele. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1920.

. NORTH DAKOTA

Katherine Medelman to be postmaster at Crary, N. Dak., in
place of Katherine Medelman. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1930.

Eldor G. Sagehorn to be postmaster at Stanton, N. Dak., in
place of E. G. Sagehorn. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 15, 1930.

OHIO

Laurence H. Maechtel to be postmaster at Berea, Ohio, in
place of H. H. Pillars. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 17, 1929,

Charles H. Murlin to be postmaster at Celina, Ohio, in place
2;‘;33} H. Murlin. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,

Emanuel H., Ulmer to be postmaster at Chatfield, Ohio, in
place of J. G. Tuttle. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
be 20, 1928,

Laura L. Nash to be postmaster at East Canton, Ohio, in
place of E. F. Liebtag. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 31, 1929,

Charles E. John to be postmaster at Elida, Ohio, in place of
C. E. John. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 1930.

Rosa M. Fouts to be postmaster at McConnellsville, Ohio, in
g{l)acf 9;5 R. M. Fouts. Incumbent's commission expires March

% 2

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Harry F. Mikesell to be postmaster at New Madison, Ohio, in

4955

place of H. I, Mikesell.
10, 1930.

Robert D. Weedy to be postmaster at Shawnee, Ohio, in place
%3 33. D. Weedy. Incumbent’'s commission expired March 2,

Incumbent's commission expires March

OKLAHOMA

Eugene J. Blossom to be postmaster at Atoka, Okla., in place
of E. J. Blossom. Incumbent's commission expires March 10,
1930.

Thomas H. W, McDowell to be postmaster at Blackwell, Okla.,
in place of T. H. W. McDowell. Incumbent’'s commission ex-
pires Mareh 11, 1930.

George N. Davina to be postmaster at Colony, Okla., in place
of G. N. Davina. Incumbent’'s commisgion expires March 10,
1930.

William I. Fisher to be postmaster at Cordell, Okla., in place
053(\]\?. I. Fisher. Incumbent's commission expires March 10,
1 x

Dallas M. Rose to be postmaster at Davis, Okla., in place of
D. M. Rose. Incumbent's commission expires March 11, 1930.

Coral B. Waldie to be postmaster at Deer Creek, Okla., in
place of C. B. Waldie. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.

William J. Krebs to be postmaster at Kaw, Okla., in place of
W. J. Krebs, Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930,

Charles L. Bell to be postmaster at Lindsay, Okla., in place of
C. L. Bell. Incumbent's commission expires March 10, 1930.

Bernie A. Cockrell to be postmaster at Tonkawa, Okla., in
%acleggg B. A, Cockrell. Incumbent's commission expires March

:Iosepﬁ Hunt, jr., to be postmaster at Vinita, Okla., in place
g{ Jl%sgh Hunt, jr. Incumbent's commission expired December

'Ettn ii. Henderson to be postmaster at Wayne, Okla., in place
%3%_ B. Henderson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,

L(;gan G. Hysmith to be postmaster at Wilburton, Okla., in
place of L. G. Hysmith. Incumbent's commission expires March
10, 1930.

OREGON

Charles W. Halderman to be postmaster at Astoria, Oreg., in
place of C. W. Halderman. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 6, 1930.

Harry E. Jones to be postmaster at Jefferson, Oreg., in place
of H. K. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6, 1930.

Henry W. Tohl to be postmaster at Nehalem, Oreg., in place
%30 H. W. Tohl. Incumbent's commission expires March 15,

Leon W. Lundell to be postmaster at Weston, Oreg., in place
g'; Ilzéaw. Lundell. Incombent’s commission expired February

3 0.

Ollie L. Gillespie to be postmaster at Willamina, Oreg., in
glaltgeg gf 0. L. Gillespie. Incumbent’s commission expired March

Lyman H. Shorey to be postmaster at Woodburn, Oreg., in
glalc!;ea Sf L. H. Shorey. Incumbent's commission expired March

; PENNSYLVANTIA

Jay E. Brumbaugh to be postmaster at Altoona, Pa., in place

gt 1{;3 OE. Brumbaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired March
, 5

Samuel M. Lambie to be postmaster at Ambridge, Pa., in place
(1153 (? M. Lambie. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1,

Lena M. Cole to be postmaster at Coal Center, Pa., in place of
L. M. Cole. Incumbent’s commission expired February 18, 1930,

Lawrence L. Steiger to be postmaster at Mercersburg, Pa., in
5’}.80139;13 L. L. Steiger. Incumbent's commission expires March

5 0.

William H. Yoder to be postmaster at New Kensington, Pa., in
place of W. H. Yoder. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 26, 1930.

Edwin 8. L. Soule to be postmaster at Newport, Pa., in place
of F. M. DeLancey, deceased.

James Hewett to be postmaster at Pen Argyl, Pa., in place
of James Hewett. Incumbent’s commission expired March 6,
1930.

Margaret B. Hill to be postmaster at Saltsburg, Pa., in place
of M. B. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1930,

Helen P. Howell to be postmaster at West Alexander, Pa.,
in place of H. P. Howell. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 23, 1930.
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BOUTH CAROLINA

John A. Wood to be postmaster at Spartanburg, 8. O, in
place of H. T. E. Neuburger, resigned.

TENNESSEE

Roberta J. Tatum to be postmaster at Alamo, Tenn., in place
of R. J. Tatum. Incumbent’s commission expires Aarch 15,
1930.

Laura W. Malone to be postmaster at Alexandria, Tenn., in
place of L. W. Malone. Incumbent's commission expires March
15, 1930.

William D. Howser to be postmaster at Clarksville, Tenn.,
in place of W. D. Howser. Incumbent's commission expires
March 15, 1930.

Joe R. Taylor to be postmaster at BEtowah, Tenn., in place
of J. R. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15,
1930.

Charles ¥. Perkins to be postmaster at Jacksboro, Tenn., in
place of C. F. Perkins, Incumbent's commission expired March
1, 1930.

Charles E. Pennington to be postmaster at Sweetwater, Tenn.,
in place of C. E. Pennington. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 26, 1930,

TEXAS

Dibrel G. Melton to be postmaster at Allen, Tex., in place
of D. G. Melton. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15,
1930.

Fred P. Ingerson to be postmaster at Barstow, Tex., in place
of F. P. Ingerson. Ineumbent’s commission expires March 15,
1930.

Oscar Hunt to be postmaster at Canyon, Tex., in place of
Oscar Hunt. Incumbent's commission expires March 15, 1930.

Joseph C. Bakin to be postmaster at Chilton, Tex., in place
of J. C. Eakin. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
1930.

Robert Dempster to be postmaster at Hitcheock, Tex., in
place of Robert Dempster. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Oria H. Sieber to be postmaster at Crosbyton, Tex., in place
of O. H. Sieber. Incumbent's commission expires March 15,
1930,

Elroy L. McCord to be postmaster at Katy, Tex., in place of
E. L. McCord. Incumbent's commission expires March 15, 1930.

Herman H. Duncan to be postmaster at Kaufman, Tex., in
place of H. H, Duncan. Ineumbent's commisgion expires March
15, 1930.

Maggie R. Hopkins to be postmaster at Lone Oak, Tex., in
place of M. R, Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expires March
15, 1930.

John IL Sharbutt to be postmaster at Lueders, Tex., in place
of J. H. Sharbutt. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10,
1930.

Asa McGregor to be postmaster at Milano, Tex., in place of
Asa McGregor. Incumbent's commission expired January 8,
1930,

Walter M. Hudson to be postmaster at Weatherford, Tex,, in
place of W. M. Hudson. Incumbent’s commission expires March
15, 1930.

Emanuel T. Teller to be postmaster at Westhoff, Tex., in place
of E. T. Teller. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1930.

Tom Hargrove to be postmaster at Woodsboro, Tex., in place
of Tom Hargrove. Incumbent's commission expires March 15,
1930

William B. Lee to be postmaster at Wortham, Tex., in place of
W. B. Lee. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 15, 1930.
Lilllan Proctor to be postmaster at Teague, Tex., in place of
J. W. Davis, Incumbent's commission expired December 17,
1929,
UTAH

John W. Guild to be postmaster at Kamas, Utah, in place of
J. W. Guild. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 1929,

VERMONT

Milton B. Hoag to be postmaster at Grand Isle, Vt., in place
of M. B. Hoag. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930,

Otto R. Bennett to be postmaster at Manchester, Vt., in place
of O. R. Bennett. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1030.

Arthar G. Hinman to be postmaster at Middlebury, Vt., in
place of A, G. Hinman. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.
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VIRGINTA

Fulwiler to be postmaster at Buchanan, Va., in place
of Harry Fulwiler. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15,
1930.

Robert B. Rouzie to be postmaster at Tappahannock, Va., in
%acfggof R. B, Rouzie, Incumbent’s commission expires March

Bruce L. Showalter to be postmaster at Weyers Cave, Va., in
place of B. L. Showalter. Commission expires March 15, 1930,

WASHINGTON

Willis Swank to be postmaster at Cheney, Wash., in place of
Willis Swank. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.

Franz 8. Drummond to be postmaster at Gig Harbor, Wash.,
in place of F. 8. Drummond. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1930.

Ralph L. Philbrick to be postmaster at Hoquiam, Wash., in
place of R. L. Philbrick. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1930.

Christopher C. Van Leuven to be postmaster at Molson, Wash.,
in place of C. C. Van Leuven. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired March 2, 1930.

Noel D. Tower to be postmaster at Morton, Wash., in place
of N. D. Tower. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1930.

Michael J. Murphy to be postmaster at Oakville, Wash., in
place of M. J. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired March
2, 1930,

Joseph E. McManamon to be postmaster at Othello, Wash., in
place of J. E. McManamon, Incumbent's commission expired
January 13, 1930.

Walter C. Sommers to be postmaster at Prosser, Wash,, in
place of W. C. Sommers, Incumbent’s commission expired
Mareh 2, 1930.

William Busch to be postmaster at Raymond, Wash., in place
;)gsélvmiam Busch. Incumbent's commission expired March 2,

Thomas Harries to be postmaster at Renton, Wash., in place
of Thomas Harries. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,
1930.

Golda R. Moore to be postmaster at Roy, Wash., in place of
G. R. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.

Juanita Morris to be postmaster at St. John, Wash., in
place of Juanita Morris, Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1930. i

David M. Donnelly to be postmaster at Sedro Woolley, Wash.,
in place of D. M. Donnelly. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1930.

William I. Leech to be postmaster at Steilacoom, Wash, in
place of W. I. Leech. Incumbent's commission expired March 2,
1930,

Wilson Howe to be postmaster at Tenino, Wash., in place of
Wilson Howe. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1930.
WEST VIRGINIA

Rosa H. Brown to be postmaster at Institute, W. Va., in place
of R. H. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,
1930.

Charles T. Kelly to be postmaster at Terra Alta, W. Va., in
place of C. T. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2,
1930.

WISCONSIN

Edward W. Guth to be postmaster at Adell, Wis,, in place of
E. W. Guth. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 1930.

Lester B. West to be postmaster at Barron, Wis., in place of
L. B. West. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 10, 1930.

Royal C. Taylor to be postmaster at Boyceville, Wis,, in place
of R. C. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1930,

Dell L. Amerpohl to be postmaster at Brodhead, Wis,, in place
of D. L. Amerpohl. Incumbent’'s eommission expires March 11,
1930.

Benjamin F. Querhammer to be postmaster at Cazenovia,
Wis., in place of B. F. Querhammer. Incumbent's eommission
expires March 11, 1930.

Lewis T. Larson to be postmaster at Danbury, Wis,, in place
of L. T. Larson. Incumbent's commission expires March 11,
1930.

Clarence L. Jordalen to be postmaster at Deerfield, Wis,, in
place of O. L. Jordalen. Incumbent’'s commission expires March
11, 1930.

Charles H. Prouty to be postmaster at Genoa City, Wis., in
place of C. H. Prouty. Incumbent’s commission expires March
11, 1930.
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Alexander C. Magnus to be postmaster at Glen Flora, Wis,, in

place of A. C. Magnus.
10, 1930.

Charles P. Peterson to be postmaster at Glenwood City, Wis,,
in place of C. P. Peterson. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 11, 1930.

Kate C, Conrad to be postmaster at Hammond, Wis., in place
of K. C. Conrad. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
1930.

Clem G. Walter to be postmaster at Kendall, Wis,, in place
of C. G. Walter, Incumbent's commission expired February 17,
1929,

Mamie B. Johnson to be postmaster at Kennan, Wis, in
place of M. B. Johnson, Incumbent’'s commission expires March
10, 1930.

John P. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Mellen, Wis., in place
of J. P. Fitzgerald. Incumbent’'s commission expires March 11,
1930,

Amund J. Amundson to be postmaster at New Auburn, Wis,,
in place of A. J. Amundson. Incumbent’s commission expires
March 10, 1930.

Yerner A. Nelson to be postmaster at Ogema, Wis, in place
of V. A. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10,
1930.

David BE. Lamon to be postmaster at Three Lakes, Wis, in
place of D. E. Lamon. Incumbent’'s commission expires March
10, 1930,

Christian R. Mau to be postmaster at West Salem, Wis,, in
place of C. R. Mau. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11,
1930.

Incumbent's commission expires March

WITHDRAWAL

Ezecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate March 7
(legislative day of January 6), 1930
Emeroy G. Page to be postmaster at Hyde Park in the State
of Vermont.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Frioax, March 7, 1930

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D, D., offered
the following prayer:

As we are made in Thy image, Almighty God, O may we not
look down, but up! In hope we live and by hope we are saved.
The things that are seen are not enough for the soul touched
with the divine nature. Do thou bring the presence of Thy
Son, cur Saviour, and His glorified cross to the spiritual appre-
hension of every Member and officer of this Congress. In Him
may we realize that there is a place for every experience and a
kingdom that flames beyond the bounds of sense. Be pleased
to guide and bless our President and his hearthstone. Be with
the entire body of our citizenship. Increase its faith in orderly
government, faith in truth, faith in honor, and faith in its chosen
servants. Continue to inspire us with high aims and with the
thought of a better and a purer manhood. Vouchsafe to sanc-
tify all human affections by all the nobility of the immortal soul.
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESBAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an-
nouncement of the death of Hon. JAmMEs P. GLYNN, late a Representative
from the State of Connecticut.

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed by the Vice
President to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of
Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased Representative.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Representatives and {ransmit a copy thercof to the family of
the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
deceased Representative the Senate do now take a recess until 11 o'clock
a. m. to-morrow.

The message also announced that pursuant fo the foregoing
resolutions the Vice President had appointed Mr. BimeHAM, Mr.
Warcorr, Mr. ASHURST, Mr. DALE, Mr. GLass, and Mr. HAWEs,
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members of the committee on the part of the Senate (o attend
the funeral of the deceased Representative.

ABSENCE OF A MEMBER

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, at the request of my colleague
from Pennsylvania, Mr. WyaxT, I announce his absence for a
few days while he attends hearings before the United States
engineers at Pittsburgh.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, under unanimous consent I
have 15 minutes to-day in which to address the House. I under-
stand there is quite a long program on the calendar to-day, and
I as;:k unanimous consent that I may shift that time to Tuesday
next.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that the 15 minutes allotted to him to-day be trans-
ferred to Tuesday next. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MOUNT VERENON MEMORIAL HIGHWAY

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
up and consider at this time the bill (H. R. 8810) to amend the
act entitled “An act to authorize and direct the survey, construe-
tion, and maintenance of a memorial highway to connect Mount
Vernon, in the State of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial
Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington” by adding
thereto two new sections, to be numbered sections 8 and 9.

This bill was introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Moore], and it is to amend the act providing for the Mount
Vernon Highway. The proposed amendment, which is an emer-
gency, is to remove the two south piilars of the Highway Bridge
and fill in, carrying the road under the Highway Bridge. The
contracts for the work are being held up because of the neces-
sity for this legislation.

Mr. GARNER. Has any committee considered this bill?

Mr. TILSON. Oh, yes; the Roads Committee has reported
it out unanimonsly, as I understand, and it is now on the Con-
sent Calendar, but was not reached at the last call. Meanwhile,
I am informed from the office of Director MecDonald, of the
Public Highways Comimnission, that the contracts are being held
up, and that it is a case of real emergency where the Govern-
ment stands to lose money unless this work can go on.

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
when I considered this bill and the report last week, in looking
over bills on the Consent Calendar, I was impressed with the
fact that this work of construction which is provided in this
bill is to be undertaken by the Department of Agriculture and
not by the War Department. The Agricultural Department is
not equipped or qualified to undertake such a construction.
Such work is usually undertaken by the War Department. Un-
fortunately, I have not my marked bill and the report here with
me at this time. I am sympathetic to the measure, but I think
I had some amendments prepared which I would want to offer
along that line. I submit to the gentleman from Connecticut
whether he does not think this work of construetion should be
undertaken by the War Department, rather than by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entirely too
late. The matter has already been enacted into law, and the
Bureau of Public Roads has gone ahead with it.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am seeking information. I was not
aware of that fact. When I read the bill it struck me that the
work should be undertaken by the War Department. If the
gentleman has any information to remove that difficulty in my
mind, I shall, of course, recede.

Mr. GARNER. When this matter was arranged for the con-
struction of this boulevard, it was decided to put the thing un-
der the Director of Roads in the Agricultural Department.
That is my understanding,

Mr. TILSON. That is correct.

Mr, STAFFORD. Of course, if this work has already been
begun by the Department of Agriculture, my objection would
have little merit. When I read the bill and report I found
nothing in the report to indicate that the work was being un-
dertaken at any time by that department, and it struck me that
it was work that should be done by the War Department. Un-
der the facts of the situatiom, however, I shall not interpose
such an amendment.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILSON. Yes.

Mr. WOODRUM. I observe that my colleague Mr. MooRe is
not in the room at the present time.

Mr. TILSON, I talked with the gentleman from Virginia
about the matter this morning, and he said that he would be
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very glad to see the bill passed. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask to
substitute an identical bill which has been passed by the Sen-
ate. The bill is identical word for word, letter for letter, with
the House bill. 3

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the Senate
bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

8. 3168

To amend the act entitled “An act to autborize and direct the survey,
construction, and maintenance of a memorial highway to connect
Mount Vernon, in the State of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial
Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington,” by adding thereto
two new sections, to be numbered sections 8 and 9
Be it enacted, etc,, That the act entitled “An act to authorize and

direct the survey, construction, and maintenance of a memorial highway

to connect Mount Vernon, in the State of Virginla, with the Arlington

Memorlal Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington,” approved

May 23, 1928 (45 Stat. L. 721, 722), be, and the same hereby is,

amended by adding thereto two new sections, to be numbered sections

B and 9 and to read, respectively, as follows:

“ 8ec. 8. In order to provide adeguate traffic connection for said high-
way with the existing Highway Bridge across the Potomac River at
the foot of Fourteenth Street, the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby
aunthorized to convert the second pler from the south end of said
bridge into an abutment, to remove the two south spans of said bridge,
and replace same with a roadway on filled ground on the location nmow
occupied by the eaid spans, including the construction thereom of a
suitable pavement and the rebuilding of the street-railway tracks, and
to do all other work deemed necessary in connection therewith. The
plans and specifications for changing the second pler from the south
end of sald Highway Bridge into an abutment, for removal of the
two south spans and replacement thereof with a roadway with suitable
pavement, and the rebuilding of the street-railway tracks, and for
handling trafic over sald existing bridge during the construction opera-
tions incident to such changes, shall be subject to approval by the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The two south spans of
gaid bridge, after being dismantled pursuant hereto, shall be the prop-
erty of the District of Columbia, and shall be delivered by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture to such place In the District of Columbia as the
commissioners of said District may request. After completion, the
abutment into which the second pier from the south end of the exist-
ing Highway Bridge Is to be converted, and also the.roadway which
is to replace the two south spans of said bridge, shall be maintained
and controlled by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. All
other structures and the roadway connections with said bridge shall
be maintained and controlled by the Secretary of Agriculture as a part
of the memorial highway provided for by this act. No part of the
construction costs incurred by the SBecretary of Agriculture in carrying
out the provisions of this section shall be charged against, or be paid
by, the District of Columbia or the street-railway company operating
cars on eaid bridge.

Sec. 9. The Secretary of Agriculture, with the approval of the com-
missioners, is hereby authorized to negotiate and enter Into an agree-
ment with any individual, firm, or corporation acceptable to him for the
erection of a suitable gion or refr t building on the land
acquired, or to be acquired, by the Secretary at the entrance to the
Mount Vernon estate, such building to include comfort stations and
rest rooms, with adequate space for a restaurant and for refreshment
and souvenir stands. Said agreement shall provide for the erection
of such building by the individual, firm, or corporation party thereto,
without cost to the United SBtates, in accordance with plans and specifi-
cations to be approved by the Becretary of Agriculture and by the
commission, all work thereon to be subject to inspection and approval
by the Secretary both during construction and upon completion. Such
agreement shall also contain provision expressly reserving title to such
building in the United States but granting to such individual, firm, or
corporation, upon such terms and conditlons as may be prescribed by
the Becretary of Agriculture, the right and privilege of conducting
therein a restaurant with souvenir and refreshment stands for such
period not exceeding 10 years from the date of completion of the build-
ing and its final approval by the Secretary of Agricolture as he may
determine. The individual, firm, or corporation entering into such
an agreement shall compléte the building to be erected in accordance
herewith not later than Janpuary 1, 1932. At the expiration of the
lease or privilege period such building shall hecome the property of the
. United States, free of all encumbrances and claims of any kind what-
soever, and thereafter the Secretary of Agriculture may enter Into new
agreements from time to time for the operation of said concession
building on a rental basis, If the Secretary of Agriculture should be
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unable to negotiate and enter irto an agreement satisfactory to him
for the erection and operation of such concession building pursuant to
the above, he then may construct a suitable concession building from
funds appropriated for the purposes of this act and enter into an
agreement with any individoal, firm, or corporation acceptable to him
for its operation on a rental basis.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
since the bill has been read——

The SPEAKER. Consent for its consideration has been
given. The bill is before the House.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought the gentleman from Connecticut
had asked unanimous consent to substitute a Senate bill and
that that request had not been presented or granted,

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the request for unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the Senate bill and it
was granted.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Sta¥rorp].

Mr. STAFFORD. I think, Members of the House, that it is a
serious mistake to authorize a concessionaire to erect a private
building on the Mount Vernon estate, which has been referred
to. I have no objection to the first provision of the bill, which
authorizes the Department of Agriculture to remove certain
piers; but section 9 of this bill authorizes the Secretary to nego-
tiate and enter into-an agreement with any individual, firm, or
corporation acceptable to him for the erection of a concession or
refreshment building on the estate at Mount Vernon.

We are all sufficiently interested in the maintenance of the
character of that estate not to have some cheap building
erected there by a concessionaire. That building in its con-
struction should be conformable to the dignity of the home of
George Washington, and it should be erected by the Govern-
ment ; and the Government having erected the proper kind of
building there, it could lease it to the concessionaire.

What does this section authorize? It authorizes some con-
cessionaire to erect what will undoubtedly be a cheaply con-
structed building, as the lease is for only 10 years. I think
that as we are providing for the authorization of a great me-
morial highway in honor of George Washington, we ought not
to belittle it by authorizing a concessionaire to erect a building
probably of cheap construction.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I notice that the bill provides for the
erection of the building referred to, but the bill does not provide
that the title shall be in the Government after the contract
expires,

Mr. STAFFORD. That is another objection to this provision,
I am not objecting to the first section of the bill, which the
gentleman from Connecticut says is the exigent occasion. But
I think we ought to go very slowly in granting authority for
the erection of some cheap shack at a place where there should
be erected some proper suitable building. I bring that to the
attention of the majority leader of the House, because I have
given some attention to the matter since the bill was placed on
the calendar.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I think the Recorp will show.
that when the gentleman from Connecticut asked unanimous
consent for the consideration of the Senate bill the Speaker
put the request and called on the Clerk to report it, and he
was under the impression that when the Clerk reported the bill
unanimous consent had been given. F think it will be found that
the Speaker put the request for unanimous consent for the
substitution of the Senate bill, which the Speaker directed the
Clerk to report.

The SPEAKER. The Journal will show that consent was

ted.

Mr. GARNER. I understand the gentleman from Connecticut
did not explain the provisions of the bill to the extent which
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] has done. I
g:lnderstand this is to change the approach to the bridge down

ere.

Mr. TILSON.- Yes. That is the emergency.

Mr. GARNER. Nothing was said with reference to the erec-
tion of a building at Mount Vernon under any conditions. I
think the gentleman should take that up for consideration him-
self and see if it should not be amended.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Congress, when it takes over property by
law, when it takes over the property at Mount Vernon, au-
thorizes the construction of a building on private property?

Mr. TILSON. Mount Vernon does not belong to the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. STAFFORD. The title is in an association.
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Mr. STAFFORD. In case no private concessionaire shall be
found to erect such a building, the Government is authorized to
go on with the construction of the building. I think the Gov-
ernment should erect the proper building and then should
lease it to a private concessionaire. I do not want to see
erected an unsightly shack down there. I think it would dis-
grace the whole project of improving Mount Vernon. That is
what the second section, section 9, would permit. I hope the
gentleman from Connecticut will move to strike out section 9.
I do not want to block the consideration of this bill or inter-

ose any motion to cause unnecessary delay.

Mr. TILSON. Of course, the amendment will necessitate
going into conference on the bill, which will delay it somewhat.
Mr. Speaker, it seems there is a considerable interest in this
matter, and if the gentleman from Wisconsin feels so deeply
about it, I am willing, in view of the fact that it is being done
by unanimous consent, that section 9 should be stricken out, the
bill sent to conference, and let section 9 be restored should it be
deemed proper to restore it. .

The SPEAKER. It is in order to consider that bill on the
calendat in Committee of the Whole, and it would be in order
to strike out the section.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out section 9.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Starrorp: Strike out, beginning on page
8, line 16, section 9.

Mr. STAFFORD. I shall not take up time in discussing it.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill as amended.

The Senate bill as amended was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. TILSON. I move that the title be amended to conform
with the amendment to the text.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended.

On motion of Mr. TiLsoN, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the Senate bill was passed was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the similar House bill
will be laid on the table.

There was no objection.

LYMAN PATTERSON

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a short tribute
to Lyman Patterson, who lost his life in an airplane crash the
other day. He was a member of the United States Air Corps,
Officers’ Reserve Corps, and died on the 22d of February at
the Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, as the result of an
airplane erash.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pay a brief
tribute to the memory of a very gallant gentleman and flyer,
Capt. Lyman Patterson, Air Corps, Maryland National Guard and
Captain Air Corps, Officers’ Reserve Corps, who died on Febru-
ary 22 at the Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, as the result
of an airplane crash.

Taking off in a commercial plane at Logan Field, Baltimore,
the previous afternoon, Captain Patterson at the controls, an
altitude of scarcely 200 feet had been attained when observers
at the field heard the engine stop suddenly, sputter, and then
stop again, the ship falling at once. Acting instantaneously,
Captain Patterson before crashing cut off the ignition thus pre-
venting sparks from reaching the gasoline, which action saved
the lives of the occupants from death by fire as the gasoline
tank burst when the airplane hit the earth, the gasoline flowing
over the wreckage, Captain Patterson died early the next morn-
ing, while none of those with him were fatally hurt.

Captain Patterson, youngest of five brothers who served in
the Army during the World War, was born at Baltimore, Md.,
August 13, 1898. Leaving college, he entered the aviation sec-
tion of the Army Signal Corps as a flying cadet in 1917 when
less than 19 years of age. After completing the course at the
School of Military Aeronautics, then established at Princeton
University by the Army, he was trained in flying at Call Field,
Tex., receiving upon graduation the highest possible rating,
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being recommended as pilot for all types of airplanes, including
pursuit. Commissioned second lieutenant, Air Service, United
States Army, he was with his unit on Long Island under orders
for France and awaiting transportation when the armistice was
signed. Subsequently he was on duty as an instructor in flying
at Army air fields.

After the war, Captain Patterson entered the Air Corps,
Maryland National Guard, as second lieutenant, later being
promoted to first lieutenant and captain. An especially skilled
pilot, devoted to fiying, he was among those having the greatest
number of flying hours in the country. In recognition of his
distinguished record, his native State advanced him (posthu-
mously) to major, Air Corps, Maryland National Guard, the
appointment, together with a general order, being issued by
direction of the governor the date of the flying officer's death.
Major Patterson was laid to rest in the National Cemetery,
Arlington, Va. He is survived by his wife, Mrs, Cathryne C.
(Capel) Patterson; his mother, Mrs. Ballantyne Patterson; and
several brothers,

The death of Major Patterson has called forth an unusual
number of expressions of deep regret from a wide circle of
friends and from those interested in aviation. Among those
sending messages of sympathy to the family were the Governor
of Maryland and the Governor of West Virginia.

The two editorials following evidence something of the regard
and esteem in which Major Patterson was held and the place
he had made in his chosen field of aviation, to the development
of which he gave his best years, and, ultimately, his life.

[From the Richmond Times-Dispatech]
UNCERTAINTIES OF AVIATION

Although tremendous strides have been made toward making air
travel safe, the newspapers almost daily inform a callous world of
another crash and more deaths, The latest is that of Capt. Lyman
Patterson, well known in Virginia, where he was widely loved as a man
and profoundly respected for his long record of safe fiying.

As a gkillful pilot, he was probably unsurpassed in the Eastern sec-
tion of the country. Belonging to the old school of flying, he was
trained in the Army in 1917, and before reaching his majority was an
instructor at an Army fleld in Texas. He continued to fly after leaving
the service and rolled up the astonishing total of some 3,000 hours in
the air with but one minor accident in which he escaped unscathed,
marring his record. He died yesterday after crashing at Logan 11‘11*:111b
Baltimore.

A new monoplane he was testing Friday developed motor trouble ; sud-
denly, ominously, without warning, the motor was heard to die; it
caught on and died again; the plane, from a beight of 200 feet, came
crashing to the ground. ¢

Aviation and Virginia have lost a noble and enthusiastic friend.

[From the Baltimore Post]

The papers announce that Capt. Lyman Patterson is dead, but to
thousands of Baltimoreans and to people in other cities, too, the one
great grievons fact is that Pat has passed away. For Capt. Lyman
Patterson wasn't the sort of fellow one called by name and title. Even
on short acquaintance he was * Pat.”

As a fller he was acknowledged to be one of the best in this section.
But there was something about Pat which, even more than his fiying
ability, fitted him for aviation.

There was something quintessentially youthful, buoyant. There was
the look of the viking about him and a spirit of high adventure. And
so, in a deep and inner fashion, he typified this young art and science
and monster, which is called aviation. Looking at Pat, knowing Pat,
one felt it highly fitting that he should be one of those who should fly
high in the hazardous forefront of those who are blazing a trail for the
future.

MIXED CLAIMS COMMISSION AND TRIPARTITE CLAIMS COMMISSION

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the immediate consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 109, ex-
tending for two years the time within which American claim-
ants may make application for payment, under the settlement
of war claims act of 1928, of awards of the Mixed Claims Com-
mission and of the Tripartite Claims Commigsion,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the joint reso-
lution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That subsection (g) of section 2 and subsection (f)
of sectlon 5 of the settlement of war claims act of 1928 are amended,
respectively, by striking out the words * two years" wherever such
words appear therein, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ four
yeara,”
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With the following committee amendment:

After line 7, insert the following new section :

“ BEC, 2. Subgection (d) of section 25 of the trading with the enemy
act, as amended, is hereby amended by striking out the term °*two
years' in clause (1) of sald subsection and inserting in lieu thereof
the term *‘ three years.'"

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, what change does this bring about in addition to simply
extending the time to file applications?

Mr. HAWLEY. It brings about no change. On next Mon-
day, the 10th of this month, the time will expire in which
American claimants can file for the money awarded to them
by the Mixed Claims Commission. There are many claims yet
pending that originally were filed, that have not yet been con-
gidered, and under the extension of two years granted by
Germany under a treaty some two years ago there will be a
number of other claims to be filed; and unless this resolution
is passed the people to whom the money is granted can not
get the money.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. That is the only change that the reso-
lution makes?

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the only change that it makes; and
the amendment in the case of German claims is to meet this
situation. The time in which they can apply for their money
will expire next Monday, and if we do not extend the time
under this resolution the money will go to the German Gov-
ernment. It will be paid to either the claimants or the German
Government, and the committee believes it should be paid to
the claimants.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Does this resolution have any-
thing to do with elaims against the Government of Mexico?

Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. - Is it the purpose of this resolution to lift
the statute of limitations against those purported claimants
who did not file their claims against the German Government in
time? There are a number of such claims.

Mr. HAWLEY. It applies, in the first instance, to those who
filed their claims, but upon which the commission has not
acted; and, in the second instance, it applies to those who yet
can file their claims under the provisions of the treaty with
Germany which extended the time two years within which to
file late claims.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am acquainted with some claims, where
the claimants lost their rights because the statute of limitations
had run under the law. Does this resolution purport to ex-
tend that time, and are we going to open anew to all claimants
the right to file their claims?

Mr. HAWLEY. The time within which they can file their
claims has been extended two years by agreement with the
German Government. This resolution will allow the claimants
to file applications for the money.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MoCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Does this resolution affect
money that is now in the hands of the Alien Property Cus-
todian?

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. The amendment will cause the money
to be paid to the claimants instead of to the German Gov-
ernment.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. We would be forced to make
settlement right away, would we not, with the German Gov-
ernment, and certain claimants might be denied the right to
receive the money unless this resolution is passed?

Mr. HAWLEY. The money is due and payable to the Ger-
man Government on March 10, If we do not pass this amend-
ment, the claimants will be unable to get it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

The title was amended.

HEADQUARTERS OF THE COTTON CORPORATION
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to

. extend my remarks by publishing in the Recorp an editorial
 occurring in a recent issue of the Rome (Ga.) News-Tribune
. referring to the location of headquarters for the Cotton Cor-
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poration, recently organized under supervision of the Federal
Farm Board.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks with relation to the Cotton
Corporation. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The editorial is as follows:

COTTON HEADQUARTERS

Executives of the American Cotton Cooperative Association and mems-,
bers of the Federal Farm Board, charged with the respounsibility of se-|
lecting headquarters for the cooperatives’ organization, have their task
greatly simplified for them in the already known factors entering into
the consideration of the question. Among the fundamentals involvedl
are proximity to cotton mills—the only consumers of the staple—bank-'
ing reserves, railroad facilities, and storage accommodations, the most |
sympathetic and helpful setting possible, the fewest hostile or conflicting
elements in a business way and convenient contact and communication
with the Federal Farm Board, which will exercise a certain supervision
over the activities of the cooperative body.

With these essential elements held in view, it Is the opinion of the,
News-Tribune that any unbiased consideration of headquarters location
for the American Cotton Cooperative Assoclation must inevitably lead
to the selection of Atlanta as the strategie city.

Facts and figures buttressing these claims of the Georgia capital
have already been ably presented to those responsible for the decision
in the matter. Among them are:

First. Atlanta is within a few hours' ride of something like 60 per
cent of the spindles in the entire country. The American Cotton
Cooperative Association Is primarily a sales agency for the State cotton
cooperatives, and Atlanta offers everything that could possibly be de-
gired in the way of proximity to mills, opportunity for personal contact
in sales work, economy in telephone and cable costs, and other impor-
tant features.

Second. Atlanta's banking resources are large, and there are more
governmental agencies having headguarters in Atlanta than in any
other city in the South.

Third. Atlanta's railroad facilities are adequate, and storage accom-
modations are unsurpassed.

Fourth, The American Cotton Cooperative Association will handle
primarily the sales work of the State cooperatives, It will also have
charge of financing the individual cooperatives, the handling of insur-
ance matters, and other problems of the State associations, as well as
the developing and strengthening of the cotton cooperative movement
generally, In order to be as successful as possible in the achievement
of these results, it is most important that the national association be
located where it will have the most sympathetie support from business
interests and the public generally. The cooperative movement will
naturally attain the greatest success when business people as a whole
see in it better economie conditions for all lines of business, just as it
means greater actual profit to the cotton grower.

Fifth. Business men of Atlanta and of the State of Georgia, bankers
and the press of Georgia, have certainly made a record in their support
of cooperative marketing for cotton. At the hearing in Washington
recently before the board of directors of the American Cotton Coopera-
tive Association, a most representative group of citizens and business
men from Atlanta and Georgia emphasized the point that the coopera-
tive movement, if Atlanta were gelected, would have its headquarters in
a city and State where it would receive that sympathetic support and
encouragement that it must have if it render the service and attain the
success designed for it.

Sixth. Atlanta has few cotton merchants as compared with some
other cities in the South. It 1s the judgment of those well Informed
that location of the cotton cooperative headquarters in a city where
the business is primarily one of handling cotton would not be to the
best interest of the cooperatives and their farmer members,

Seventh. As is well known, the activities of the American Cotton
Cooperative Association will be supervised to a great extent by the
Federal Farm Board. The Farm Board will also assist in every way
possible in the development of the movement. It is therefore of the
greatest Importance that the board be near enough the headguarters
of the association that the best personal contact and communieation can
be maintained between the two agencies.

Fundamental as they are, the factors outlined should go a long way
with executives of the American Cotton Cooperative Association and
with members of the Farm Board in determining a location. |

TAX ON TOBACCO

The SPEAKER., Under the order of the House the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from EKentucky [Mr. WaLker] for 15
minutes.

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention
of the House to the very exorbitant and unjust tax on tobacco.
It is §1 per pound on the most of the tobacco produced in my
district. It is the only commodity that mow carries the full
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war tax. It i{s the only agricultural product that is taxed.
There has been a reduction of war taxes on everything except
certain types of tobacco. The tax on cigarette tobacco is six
or seven times greater in amount than the tenant receives who
produces it, and three or four times the amount received by
both the tenant and the landowner. Tobacco is the chief money
crop of my district, and three-fourths of the people rely on it
for a livelihood. It is produced in large quantities throughout
the State of Kentucky.

What would you think of the fairness of a taxing law which
levied a tax on the chief crop or product of your district three
or four times greater than the price the producer realizes for
it? Would you not say it is unfair, unjust, and exorbitant?

The people of my State are very much interested and con-

cerned in having this tax reduced. North Carolina and Ken-

tucky lead in the production of tobacco, but there are important
productions in many other States, especially in Virginia, Sonth
Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, West
Virginia, Wisconsin, New York, Connecticuf, Pennsylvania,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Arkansas, Oklahonra, and Texas; and
I especially call the attention of my colleagues from these States
to this unfair tax and beg for their aid and assistance in bring-
ing about a reduction. I appeal to the sense of fairness of the
Members from all States. I call for the help of every Member
who advocates fairness and right and opposes oppression and
WIODE.

Under the revenue act of 1926 the tax on cheap cigars was
reduced one-half, and higher-priced cigars were also reduced to
some extent, but not in the same proportion as the cheaper ones.
However, there is no relief in the revenue act of 1926 for chew-
ing and smoking tobacco or cigarette tobacco. The pre-war tax
on cigarettes was $1.25 per thousand on cigarettes weighing not
more than 3 pounds per thousand. This rate was raised to
$2.05 per thousand in November, 1917, and to $3 per thousand
under the revenue act of 1918, where it has since remained. It
will be seen that for 1,000 cigarettes weighing 3 pounds the
Government receives as a tax $3, or §1 per pound. For this
same tobacco the grower receives on an average of about 25 or
30 cents per pound, or about one-fourth to one-third of the
amount that the Government receives for tax. To count it
another way, the price of a box of cigarettes costing 15 cents is
divided as follows: The landowner, less than 1 cent; the tenant,
less than 1 cent; the Government, 6 cents; and the manufac-
turer and handlers of the tobacco get something over 7 cents.
We submit that this is a very unfair division.

On cigarettes weighing more than 3 pounds per theusand the
pre-war tax was $3.60 per thousand, and the revenue act of
1918 raised this tax to $7.20 per thousand.

I desire to suggest here that cigarettes require the very finest
and highest grade of tobacco that can be produced. To grow it
we must have the richest of the soil and the greatest care and
gkill in the planting, cultivating, cutting, housing, grading, strip-
ping, and marketing of the tobacco. It requires the best land
and the most experienced workers. It is only possible to find
a few acres of such land on the ordinary tobacco farm.

As to chewing and smoking tobacco, the act of August, 1909,
fixed the tax on it at 8 cents per pound. It was raised to 1014
cents per pound in October, 1917, and to 13 cents per pound in
November, 1917, and the present rate was fixed at 18 cents per
pound by the revenue act of 1918. The producer gets for this
tobacco about 18 or 20 cents per pound. The Government thus
takes 100 per cent for taxes. A mere statement of the case
shows that the tax is unreasonable, as well as unjust.

The only suggestion that attempts to justify this tax is that
it is a luxury tax. It may be a luxury to those who use it, but
it is surely not to those who produce it. It is not a luxury to
the landowner but a necessity, when we realize the fact that his
farm becomes a liability instead of an asset when the price of
his tobaceo crop is destroyed by taxation or otherwise., It is not
a luxury to the farmer, who ean not pay his tax and support his
family when his tobacco crop does not yield a fair price. It is
not a luxury to the tenant, whose existence depends upon his
tobaceo. Unless he receives a fair price he has no money with
which to feed and clothe his wife and children. - He can not buy
the necessities of life. He can not send his children to school.
This tax is very unfair to him,

There is no work on the farm that is as hard and exacting as
the production of a tobacco crop. One man can not look after
and cultivate over two acresg, hence it is almost universally true

.that the tobacco tenant not only labors hard himself from early
morning until late at night but his wife and children help him
in the production of his crop, so that he can have a sufficient
number of acres to provide food and clothing for his family.
He begins the erop in the winter by plowing the land and burn-
ing and preparing the bed for his seed, which must be sowed in
the early spring to furnish plants to be set in the early summer,
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This bed requires constant eare and watching. The crop re-
quires constant work and skill in properly cultivating it, destroy-
ing the worms, removing the suckers, and topping it. It must
be cut and housed under proper conditions and looked after in
the barns until the time comes to strip it.

This requires hard and skillful work, for it must not only be
properly stripped but carefully graded in order to bring the
best prices. Thus, after working through the winter, spring,
snmmer, fall, and winter again, the crop is ready to be taken
to the market, after the tenant has spent four seasons in getting
it ready. During all this time he has been living on the pros-
pects of his tobacco erop. If he dees not receive a fair price,
he remains in debt to his landlord, and this makes his future
prospects gloomy indeed. It is for these workers that I appeal
to you to correct this wrong and reduce this tax. I would that I
could paint to you the picture of the husband and wife and
their barefooted children, illy clad, going forth to the field to
plant, cultivate, and produce the crop in the spring and sum-
mer and then prepare it for the market in the fall and winter,
Many of these tenants live in bady constructed houses, with
scant food, and not able to send their children to school when
their crops fail or the price falls below the cost of production.
There are thousands and thousands of tobacco tenants in this
country, who, with all their efforts, as well as their families,
make less than $500 per year, and many less than $200—and
then to think that for every dollar that these hard-working
people receive that this powerful and mighty Government takes
$§ lf‘;:o::n the production of their toil! It is not fair. It is not
right.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am very much interested in the gen-
tleman’s address, and I am delighted to see him take this
stand, because if there are any taxes which ought to be re-
duced it should be tobacco taxes. I am glad the gentleman is
starting an agitation about this matter, because I have been
interested in it for a number of years and have made several
speeches about it. The Federal taxes paid by the State of
Kentucky, which the gentleman represents, and the State of
North Carolina are out of all proportion to the taxes paid by
other States, and that is due to these tobacco taxes. In North
gaxi-olina we are now the second largest Federal taxpayer in the

nion.

We pay more Federal taxes than Pennsylvania, Illinois, or
any other State except New York. I am delighted to see the '
gentleman taking this stand and I shall do everything I can
to aid him in bringing about proper reduction of Federal tobaceo
taxes in favor of the people.

Mr. WALKER. 1 thank the gentleman.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALKER. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. Let me suggest to the gentleman that there
have been four internal revenue bills since 1921: the House of
Representatives has been Republican, the Senate has been
Republican, and we have had a Republican President. If this
great injustice has been done, it has been done by the Repub-
lican Party.

Mr. WALKER. Well, it is a very unjust tax and there
has been no relief. I am now asking for relief in the future,
because the past is gone,

Mr. GARNER. Is this the only injustice the gentleman
knows about that the Republican Party is now perpetrating?

Mr. WALKER. I can not take that up now. [Laughter.]

It might be all right to place as high a tax on tobacco as a
luxury as the user would pay, but wheuever the tax gets so
high that it reflects back and decreases the price to the pro-
ducer, then it becomes unjust and “ kills the goose that lays the
golden egg.”

We do not concede, however, that tobaeco is entirely a luxury
to the consumer. It is used by the poor and unfortunate as
well as by the rich and powerful. It is so universally used that
it is a necessity to many, but considering it as a luxury only, we
maintain that it is still unfair to the producer, to fix the tax
so high that hig profits in the production will be consumed and
destroyed.

The United States Government now receives nearly one-half
billion dollars a year from its tobacco tax levy. This is far
more than the producers receive for the entire crop. The to-
baeco grower is entitled to relief, and one of the greatest reliefs
that can be given to him is to reduce this tax. The tobacco
grower is constantly reminded that he can not get a better price
for his tobacco, on account of the high taxes. We submit that
this Congress should make a material reduction in these taxes. .

Some who have given this matter study, and whose opinions
are worthy of consideration, maintain that the tax could be re-
duced one-half and the Government would receive more money il
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in taxes at the lower rate than they now receive at the higher

-rate. It is my opinion that the taxes on chewing and smoking

‘tobacco and snuff and cigarette tobacco should be reduced from
one-third to one-half, and then we ecan wait and wateh and see
whether this reduction will result in an increased price to the
grower, as well as the effect that it will have on the amount of
taxes collected, and then lower the tax as experience will permit
and justify.

Agriculture is in a distressed condition. In many cases the
price realized is below the cost of production. In addition to
this situation the tobacco farmer is required to carry this tax
burden on his production.

I realize that to grant this relief raises a question of revenue,
and must be carefully considered—for that reason I am bringing
it sharply to the attention of Congress now, so that it may be
considered in the next reduction of taxes. It should be brought
about at the earliest possible moment. Tobacco prices during
. the last season were unsatisfactory and, in many cases, less than
the cost of production. The buyers assign this excessive tax as
one of the reasons why a higher price can not be paid for the
erop. .The tax is so high that they buy as little as possible.

1 appeal to you on behalf of the debt-ridden landowners to
grant relief. I appeal to you on behalf of the struggling ten-
ants, who labor with their families from early morn until late
at eve, through the long hot days of summer and the cold hours
of winter, in order that they may have the necessities of life
for their families, and in order that they may have the means
to educate their children, to prepare them for the struggles of
life. They ask not for advantages, they beg not for favors, but
crave at your hands only what is just and right. There are
thousands of these workers, who are oppressed by this excessive
taxation, and in the name of humanity I ask at the hands of
tht.}s Congress relief from this oppression of this unjust tax-
ation,

On April 23,1929, eight days after the convening of the special
session, I called attention to this tax, in the extension of my re-
marks on the farm relief bill, and on May 31 I introduced H. R.
8573 for the purpose of reducing this tax. I again eall it to the
attention of Congress, and implore you to lower this tax.

Tobacco prices have gone to pleces and are being described
| as miserable. Growers all over the tobacco districts are signing
' petitions, asking Congress to lower this tax. I appeal to you
not in idle words but with all of the earnestness and sincerity
at my command to hear this cry for help and grant this relief.
It is the greatest farm relief that could come to the tobacco
farmer, and in the name of all that is fair, just, and right I ask
at your hands a substantial reduction of this war-time excessive
tax. [Applause.]

Reverting to the question asked by the gentleman from Texas,
I desire to say that the tobaceo districts of Kentucky have been
' represented heretofore by Democrats, and I have never heard of
anything they have done to bring about this relief. [Applause.]

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield ?

Mr. WALKER. Yes.

;  Mr. ABERNETHY. I am glad to see the gentleman starting
the agitation on that side of the House. I have been agitating
this question for some time, and if I can get the Democrats
lined up, and the gentleman can get the Republicans lined up,
we will get some relief.

Mr. WALKER. I hope we may both succeed.

CONGESTION IN THE FEDERAL COURTS RELATING TO PROHIBITION
ENFORCEMENT

The SPEAKER. Under the special order of the House the
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. BAcHMANN] is recognized
for 45 minutes.

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House,
I expect to discuss to-day the congestion in the Federal courts
as caused by prohibition enforcement. We have had before the
Judiciary Committee the recommendation of the President’s
Commission on Law Observance with regard to increasing the
powers of United States commissioners, so that petty liquor
cases may be disposed of by United States commissioners instead
of taking them direct into the Federal court.

If the figures I have here for the last four years, beginning
with the fiscal year 1926 and ending with the fiscal year 1929,
are inaccurate in any way it is because the district attorneys
of the United States have failed to file a correct report. As far
as I am advised, the number of prohibition cases handled by
the Federal courts has never been separated before this time,
because in the report made by the Attorney General are in-
cluded all of the narcotic and other criminal violations, as well
as liguor violations.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the figures for

. each State and the tables which I have prepared may be in-
corporated in the Recorp as a part of my remarks,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sroax). Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, congestion in the Federal
courts, as brought about by the enforcement of the Federal
prohibition laws, has recently caused President Hoover, the
Attorney General, and the commission on law observance,
headed by Mr. Wickersham, to call the attention of the Congress
to the fact that legislation of considerable importance should
be enacted in the very near future to relieve the existing condi-
tions in the Federal courts and to provide adequate machinery
which will enable the courts to take care of the increasing load
of eriminal cases.

Up to this time, neither the Senate nor the House of Repre-
sentatives have done anything to relieve the situation and from
all indieations it appears that no legislation of this character
will be enacted at this session, the result of which will be to
subject President Hoover to considerable criticism during the
next year through the agency of Members of the Congress, who,
for political reasons, or other motives of a personal nature, will
seek to embarrass the President by the contention that he has
not enforced the prohibition law, when as a matter of fact,
Congress itself is to blame for not enacting legislation in accord-
ance with his recommendation enabling him to proceed with his
enforcement program.

As a member of the Subcommittee of the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives, having the recommendations of the
Commission on Law Observance under consideration, in so far
as they pertain to this guestion of congestion in the Federal
courts, I have given the matter considerable study. In order to
get a correct picture of the situation, I obtained from the Attor-
ney General the figures for the last four years, and will insert
in the Recomp as part of my remarks the figures for each of the
85 Federal judicial distriets in the United States for the 4-year
period, beginning with the fiscal year 1926 and ending with the
fiscal year 1929, along with certain schedules prepared from
these figures, which will show the number of prohibition cases
commenced, pending, and terminated, and the number of convie-
tions, aequittals, pleas of guilty, and jury trials in each Federal
district and State during this 4-year period, including the Dis-
trict of Columbia, but excluding Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico.

These figures were taken from the reports made by each
district attorney in the United States to the Attorney General,
for each year during the 4-year period, and, it will be noted,
that they represent solely the action taken in prohibition cases,
Other criminal cases are not included.

These figures present some very interesting information.
They show that during this 4-year period there were 196,413
prohibition cases commenced in all the Federal courts, or an
average of 49,000 for each year. Of all cases commenced 163,653
resulted in convictions, or an average of 41,000 convictions for
each year, Of all convictions 150,700 were pleas of guilty, an
average of 37,000 pleas of guilty for each year. Ninety-two per
cent of the convictions were by pleas of guilty, while 8 per cent
of the convictions were by jury. There were 17,354 jury trials
conducted during the period, or an average of 4,300 jury trials
each year. There were 5,061 acquittals. Seventy-one per cent
of the cases tried by juries resulted in convictions, and 29 per
cent resulted in acquittals.

CASES COMMENCED

By cases commenced is meant the cases that are started each
year in the Federal courts, beginning with the fiscal year 1926
and ending with the fiscal year 1929.

There were 196,413 prohibition cases ecommenced in all the
Federal courts during this 4-year period. During the fiscal
year 1926 there were 44,207 cases commenced ; 40,432 in the fisecal
year 1927; 55,416 in the fiseal year 1928; and 56,358 in the
fiscal year 1929. Forty-two thousand eight hundred and ninety-
nine, or approximately one-fourth of the cases started in all the
States of the Union and the District of Columbia, were com-
menced in the State of New York. Kentucky was second, with
13,828 cases; and West Virginia was third, with 10,789.

The smallest number of cases were commenced in the State of
Kansas, where 47 cases were commenced during this 4-year
period. North Dakota was second with 158 cases, and Vermont
third with 222,

More than one-half of all the cases commenced in the United
States were commenced in the six combined States of New
York, Kentucky, West Virginia, Texas, Pennsylvania, Georgia,
and the District of Columbia. In other words, more prohibition
cases were commenced in the 6 States mentioned and the Dis-
trict of Columbia than were commenced in all of the other 42
States put together,

There were 42,899 cases commenced in the State of New York, -
while in the States of Washington, Florida, Arkansas, Mon-
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tana, Alabama, New Jersey, Mississippi, South Carolina, Ari-
zona, Wisconsin, Massachusetts, Virginia, Idaho, Nebraska, In-
diana, Towa, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, New Mexico, Ore-
gon, Colorado, Nevada, South Dakota, Maine, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Utah, Wyoming, Vermont, North Dakota, and Kansas
combined there were 41,724 cases commenced, showing that
there were more cases started in New York State than in all
the 81 States mentioned put together. |

That the cases commenced in the State of New York are on
the increase there can be no doubt. In the year 1926 there were
8,441 cases commenced, while in 1929 there were 13,820 cases
commenced, an increase of 5,379. i

The southern district of New York is carrying the biggest
load. There were 20,544 prohibition cases commenced in this
district alone during this 4-year period. This is as many as
were commenced in the three other Federal districts in New
York combined. The southern district of New York leads every
other distriet in the United States in the number of cases com-
menced. In fact, twice as many cases were commenced in this
district as in any other district in the United States.

The average number of prohibition cases commenced each
year of the 4-year period is approximately 49,000.

CONVICTIONS

By convictions is meant the number of pleas of guilty and
the number found guilty by a jury for violating the Federal
prohibition laws during this 4-year period, beginning with the
fiscal year 1926 and ending with the fiscal year 1529,

During this 4-year period there were 163,653 convictions.
New York with 34,525 convictions led all the other States. Ken-
tucky was second with 12,125, and West Virginia third with
8,706.

The State of Kansas had the least number of convictions
with 87; North Dakota was second with 99, and Vermont
third with 164. :

Approximately one-fourth of the convictions obtained for
violation of the Federal prohibition laws were in the States of
New York and Georgia. There were 40,149 convicted in these
two States during this 4-year period.

It may also be of interest to note that 81,306 convictions
were had in the seven combined States of New York, Ken-
tucky, West Virginia, Texas, Pennsylvania, Georgia, and Okla-
homa. In other words, one-half of the convictions secured in
the United States for violation of the Federal prohibition laws,
were secured in the States mentioned. This means that there
were as many convictions secured in the 7 States mentioned as
there were in the other 41 States in the Union and the District
of Columbia combined.

During the fiscal year 1926, there were 36,684 convictions
obtained in all the States and the District of Columbia, While
in the fiscal year 1927 there were 31,554; in the fiscal year
1928 there were 48,649 ; and 46,760 in the fiscal year 1929.

There are approximately 41,000 convictions each year for
violation of the Federal prohibition laws.

Mr. GRIFFIN, In the Federal courts?

Mr. BACHMANN. In the Federal courts only.

Mr. GRIFFIN. That does not include convictions in the
State courts.

Mr. BACHMANN. No; there is no way of obtaining the
records from the State courts.

Mr. GRIFFIN. And none of the gentleman’s figures relates
to the"commencement of actions or to convictions in the State
courts?

Mr. BACHMANN. No; only in the Federal courts.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman’s remarks give
the record for each State?

Mr. BACHMANN. That will be given by States, alpha-
betically, showing the States having the greatest congestion,
and so on, all the way down the list.

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I am in thorough sympathy with
the argument of the gentleman; in faet, I introduced a similar
bill three or four years ago, but I was confronted with a consti-
tutional question. . Has the gentleman gone into that phase of
the matter, and does the gentleman treat of that in his remarks
to-day?

Mr. BACHMANN. I have gone into that, and I will speak of
that a little later.

PLEAS OF GUILTY

By pleas of guilty is meant the number of pleas of guilty
entered, beginning with the fiscal year 1926 and ending with
the fiscal year 1929,

During this 4-year period there were 150,700 pleas of guilty,
or more than 37,000 each year. During the fiscal year 1926

there were 34,036 pleas of guilty; in the fiscal year 1927 there
were 28,732; in the fiscal year 1928 there were 45,046; and
42,886 in the fiscal year 1929,

About one-fourth of all pleas of guilty, or 34,147, were
entered in the State of New York. The State of Kentucky was
second with 10,086 and West Virginia third with 8,622,

The smallest number of pleas of guilty were entered in
Kansas, with 34. North Dakota was second with 97 and Ver-
mont third with 131,

There were 76,605 pleas of guilty entered in the seven com-
bined States of New York, Kentucky, West Virginia, Texas,
Pennsylvania, Oklahoma, Georgia, which is more than was
entered in all the other 41 States and the District of Columbia
combined.

Approximately one-tenth of all pleas of guilty were entered
in the southern district of New York.

Ninety-two per cent of the convictions during this 4-year
period were pleas of guilty, while 8 per cent of the convictions
were by juries.

TRIALS BY JURY

By jury trials is meant the number of cases tried by juries
during the fiscal year beginning 1926 and ending with the fiscal
year 1929,

There were 17,354 trials by juries conducted during this
4-year period, which is an average of about 4,300 trials each
year.

During the year 1926 there were 4,002 cases tried, while there
were 4,825 cases tried by juries during the year 1929.

The largest number of cases tried by juries during this period
were tried in the State of Kentucky, where 2,837 trials were
held. The State of North Carolina was second, with 2,128
trials, while the District of Columbia was third, with 1,383.

There are only seven districts that had more than 500 jury
trials each, while 78 districts had less than 500 each, or an
average of 125 trials each year for the period.

There were only five jury trials conducted during the 4-year
period in the State of Kansas; Connecticut and North Dakota
were second, with seven trials each.

The eastern district of Kentucky has the distinction of having
more jury trials than any other district. There were 2,185
prohibition cases tried before juries in that distriet during this
period. During the year 1929 984 jury trials were conducted,
or an average of three jury trials each working-day in the year.
It is hard to conceive how it is possible for the judge of that
court to conduct 984 prohibition trials, and then have time to
dispose of all other criminal cases pending in his court as well
as to dispose of all the civil business.

It may be interesting to note that there were more jury trials
held in the State of Kentucky than in the States of Louisiana,
Maryland, Idaho, Ohio, Colorado, Missouri, Virginia, Arizona,
Indiana, Mississippi, Wisconsin, Oregon, Rhode Island, West
Virginia, New Mexico, Minnesota, New Hampshire, Utah, Iowa,
Vermont, New Jersey, Delaware, Nebraska, Nevada, Massa-
chusetts, Wyoming, South Dakota, Maine, Connecticut, North
Dakota, and Kansas combined. In other words, more jury
trials were conducted in the State of Kentucky than in all the
31 States mentioned put together, N

Of the 17,354 jury trials held in all distriets during the 4-year
period, 5,061 resulted in aequittals and 12,293 resulted in con-
victions. This means that 29 per cent of those who stood trial
were acquitted, while 71 per cent were convicted.

PENDING CASES

By pending cases is meant all the prohibition cases remaining
on the court dockets which had not been tried or disposed of
at the end of each fiscal year,

At the beginning of the fiscal year 1926 there were 24,648
prohibition cases pending in all the Federal courts and await-
ing disposition; in the fiscal year 1927 there were 21,072; in
1928 there were 20,930 ; while at the end of the fiscal year 1929
there were 18,654,

During this 4-year period there was a decrease of 600 cases
of those that were pending, showing that, in addition to taking
care of all the new cases that were commenced each year dur-
ing the period, the Federal couris had disposed of 600 more
cages from the number pending.

At the beginning of the period in 1926 the State of New York
had 5,270 cases pending on its dockets, while at the end of the
period in 1929 there were 4,829 cases still pending and awaiting
disposition. At the end of the period in 1929 there were 16
States and the District of Columbia, which showed an increase
in the number of cases pending, while 32 States showed a
decrease.

The State of New York, with 4,829 cases, has more cases
pending than any other State in the Union. Georgia is second




with 1,516 cases, while the District of Columbia is third with
1,300.

On the other hand, the State of Connecticut, with two cases
pending, has less than any other State. Delaware is second
with 4 cases, and Kansas third with only 11 pending.

The District of Columbia shows the largest increase in the
number of pending cases. At the beginning of the period in
1926 there were 649 cases pending; at the end of the period in
1929 there were 1,300 pending.

The State of New Jersey shows the largest decrease. At the
beginning of the period in 1926 there were 1,967 cases pending;
at the end of the period in 1929 there were only 521 pending.

Of the 18,654 cases pending at the end of the period in 1929
in all Federal courts, 4,829, or more than one-fourth, were pend-
ing in the State of New York.

There are 85 Federal judicial districts in the United States,
and 76 districts had less than 500 cases each pending at the end
of the fiscal year 1929. In other words, there were only 9 dis-
tricts out of the 85 that had more than 500 cases each pending.

COMPARISON OF THE STATES OF NEW YORK AND EANSAS

While there were 42,889 cases commenced during the 4-year
period in the State of New York, there were only 47 cases
commenced in the State of Kansas.

There were 34,525 convictions in the State of New York while
in the State of Kansas there were 37.

At the end of the fiscal year 1929 there were 4,829 cases
pending in New York and only 11 in Kansas.

Thirty-four thousand one hundred forty-seven pleas of
guilty were recorded in New York, while in Kansas there were 34.

During the 4-year period there were 815 jury trials in New
York, while in Kansas there were only 5.

Mr. CELLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield.

Mr. CELLER. Would the gentleman deduce from that there
is better enforcement in New York than in Kansas?

Mr. BACHMANN. As I view the situation from these figures,
it is pretty difficult to tell. There are two ways to look at the
matter of enforcement. Does the gentleman mean the number of
arrests made or the number of eases that could be arrested?

Mr. CELLER. I mean the number of cases that have been
started, which is an indication there is some degree of en-
forcement, and probably better enforcement, in New York than
that which exists in Kansas,

Mr. BACHMANN. These figures show that in the State of
New York the law is better enforced, because the New York
officials, or the peace officers, or whoever .make the arrests
there, have brought more cases into the courts of New York
than the Federal courts there can take care of.

Mr. CELLER. As the gentleman well knows, in New York
we have no State enforcement act, whereas in Kansas we have
such an aect, and yet we hear it stated, as we have been told
before the Judiciary Committee, of which the genileman and I
are members, that where there is no State enforcement act the
prohibition law is likely not to be properly enforeced ; and I judge
from the gentleman’s figures that in New York we have better
enforcement, without a State enforcement act, than in Kansas,
where they have a State enforcement act.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Is not this rather the proper con-
clusion, that in New York the entire load of enforcement falls
upon the Federal courts, while in Kansas the State courts take
care of the better part of it?

Mr. BACHMANN. Exactly so. There are no other courts in
the State of New York enforcing the Federal prohibition laws
except the Federal courts.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. And therefore the entire load falls
on the Federal courts.

Mr. BACHMANN. The entire load falls on the Federal
courts in the four Federal districts of New York.

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. While in Kansas they have State
enforcement, C

Mr. BACHMANN, Ezxactly so.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas, Is it not a fact that under the
Federal law a minimum fine of even §1 and costs may be im-
posed as a penalty under a plea of guilty?

Mr. BACHMANN. No; not now, except in cases of unlawful
possession.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas.
for a violation

Mr. BACHMANN. I understand the other fines are fixed
by Title IT of the national prohibition act and they are more
in cases of transportation and sale than they are in cases of
possession.

Is there any minimum fine fixed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Marcm 7

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. I am asking what the law pro-
vides. Is it not the fact that under the Federal law, the Vol-
stead law-in particular, the Federal court may assess as low a
fine as $1 if the court chooses to do so?

Mr. BACHMANN. I think that is true.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. While in Kansas the minimum pun-
ishment for any violation of the prohibitory law is $100 plus
30 days in jail; and is it not a fact that this penalty accounts
for so few prosecutions and so few convictions and means that
the law is better observed? :

Mr. BACHMANN. I can say to my good friend from Kansas
I have no personal knowledge of the situation in Kansas, but I
do have personal knowledge, from the figures here, of the
number of cases pertaining to the Federal court in the State of
Kansas.

Mr. GUYER. And if the gentleman will permit, I will add to
that statement, in the State of Kansas the Federal judge an-
nounced he did not want these cases tried in the Federal court.

Mr. BACHMANN. I do not know about that.

Mr. HAMMER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes.

Mr. HAMMER. I do not think the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. SprovuL] desires to make the statement or to create the
impression on the House that the Federal courts ever imposed
a fine of $1 in liguor cases. I do not think in any instance do
they impose such a small fine as that. The usual fine in the
small cases in the jurisdictions I know of is $100, and there is
seldom as small a fine as $25 in any Federal court.

Mr., BACHMANN. I do not know what the situation is in
Kansas with respect to fines, and I am not discussing the mat-
ter of fines; but I want to say to the gentleman from North
Carolina the situation in each Federal district is different in
that respect. Some Federal judges will impose a fine for a vio-
lation of the prohibition law, while others will sentence to jail
or to the penitentiary.

I was in the Federal Distriet Court for the Southern District
of West Virginia this week and I saw the judge of that court
in an hour and a half sentence over 50 prohibition violators to
the penitentiary at Atlanta, to the reformatory at Chillicothe,
Ohio, or to the Boys’ Industrial School here in Washington ;
and in no instance, except where the maximum penalty was
fixed, were fines attached. When I asked him about this he
said, “Down here they do mot have the money to pay flnes
and this is the only way we can enforce the law.”

Mr. HAMMER. I will say to the gentleman that in my sec-
tion of the country the United States courts, unless it is a
first offense and a trivial offense, impose a jail sentence,

Mr. BACHMANN, If the gentleman will pardon me, T do
not want to go further into these outside discussions.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

In addition to the States of New York and EKentucky, the
District of Columbia presents a situation pertaining to conges-
tion that should have the inmmediate attention of the Congress.

At the beginning of the fiscal year 1926 there were G49 cases
pending, while at the end of the fiscal year 1929 the number
had increased to 1,500, showing the number of cases pending had
doubled in 1929 over 1926. The fact is there are more cases
pending in the District of Columbia than the courts are able
to take care of.

During the year 1928 there were 2,630 cases commenced in
the District of Columbia, while in the year 1926 there were
1,819 cases commenced ; and in 1929 there were 1,661 commenced,
showing that there were approximately 1,000 cases less com-
menced in 1929 than there were in 1928, and 158 cases less in
1929 than were commenced in 1926.

In 1026 there were 1,512 convictions secured, in 1927 there
were 1,209, in 1928 there were 1,898, and in 1929 there were 822
convictions, showing a decrease of 680 convietions in the fiscal
year 1929 as compared with the fiscal year 1926,

The greatest number of jury trials were conducted in the
year 1927, when 702 trials were conducted, while the smallest
number of trials were conducted in the fiscal year 1929, when
only 167 jury trials were held.

WEST VIRGINIA

The State of West Virginia ranks third of all the States in
the Union in the number of cases commenced, convictions, and
pleas of guilty, surpassed only by the States of New York and
Kentucky. There were 42,899 cases commenced in New York
during this 4-year period, while there were 10,789 commenced
in West Virginia, showing that one-fourth as many cases are
commenced in West Virginia as are commenced in the State of
New York.

There were more cases commenced in West Virginia than
were commenced in the 17 combined States of Indiana, Iowa,
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, New Mexico, Oregon, Colorado,

"
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Nevada, South Dakota, Maine, Connecticut, Delaware, Utah,
Wyoming, Vermont, North Dakota, and Kansas.

There was a decrease in the cases commenced from 2,674 in
1926 to 2,109 in 1929. The largest number of cases were com-
menced in 1927, when 3,097 were commenced, while the smallest
number were commenced in 1929, when 2,148 cases were started.

During the 4-year period there were 8706 convictions in the
two Federal districts in the State of West Virginia, or an aver-
age of 2,200 each year. Of the convictions, 8,622 were pleas
of guilty. In other words, 99 per cent of those convicted plead
guilty.

There were only 99 jury trials, 14 of which resulted in
acquittals and 85 in convictions, showing that of those who
went to trial 84 per cent were convicted and 16 per cent were
acquitted.

At the beginning of the fiscal year 1926 there were 562 cases
pending in West Virginia, while at the end of the fiscal year
1929, 550 cases were pending, showing a decrease of 12 pending
cases during the period.

Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY. Has the gentleman any informa-
tion as to how many were nolled?

Mr. BACHMANN. I have a number of cases nolled but there
were so many fizures respecting the cases in court, jury trials
and indictments, I did not put them in the list, but I will be
glad to give the gentleman the figures if he wishes.

The southern district haudles about three times as many
prohibition cases as the northern district.

RELIEF -

The President, the Attorney General, and the commission on
law observance have recommended reorganization of the Fed-
eral court structure in order to relieve the congestion by, first,
inereasing the number of Federal judges; and, second, by
enlarging the powers of the United States commissioners.

The first involves no constitutional question, while the sec-
ond involves several. Neither of these recommendations can
be performed by the President, because both proposals require
the enactment of legislation by the Congress. If in the future
a number of onr Federal Courts are so congested that it is
impossible to dispose of all prohibition cases pending on their
dockets, the people of the United States will place the blame
where it rightfully belongs—on the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives, and not upon the President. Every step the
President has taken relative to the enforcement of Federal
eriminal laws indiecates not only that he is sincere in his belief
but that he has the foresight to call the attention of the Senate,
the House of Representatives, and the people of the country to
the fact that necessary and immediate legislation should be
engeted in order that the law of the land may be enforced.

The President has now been in office for one year. In that
period he has appointed a commission composed of some of the
most capable and learned men in the country to investigate and
study this question of enforcing the Federal criminal laws; he
has repeatedly called the attention of the Congress to the fact
that the increasing enactment of Federal eriminal laws in the
past 20 years, with the entailing increasing number of viola-
tions thereof, of which violation of the prohibition laws com-
prises rather more than one-half of the total arrests, has finally
culminated in a burden upon the Federal courts of a character
for which they are ill-designed and, in some cases, far beyond
their capacity.

I am of the opinion that inasmuch as the creation of new
Federal judieial districts or the appointment of more Federal
judges would not conflict with the provisions of the Constitution,
that immediate relief from congestion could be provided in those
States wherein the figures show the Federal courts are unable
to dispose of the business demanding immediate attention by
the creation of new districts or the appointment of additional
judges. [Applause.]

In order to enforce the Federal prohibition laws it is neces-
sary that three separate agencies cooperate. There must be
agencies to procure evidence and make arrests, district attorneys
to prepare and try the cases, and courts to hear them.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACHMANN, I yield.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas, Can the gentleman give the char-
acter of the sentences imposed upon pleas of guilty?

Mr. BACHMANN. I have just stated that in three-fourths
of the cases the judge sent the defendants to jail, or the re-
formatory in Chillicothe, or the National Training School in
the Distriet of Columbia, or to the Atlanta Penitentiary. He
has been sending so many up from the southern districts that he
told me last Thursday the officials in Chillicothe notified him
not to send any more over there, because they could not take
care of them, and he said there was some guestion in his mind
what to do with them, because he could not fine them when they
had not the money to pay.
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Mr. CELLER. That would indicate that West Virginia is in
rebellion against the law?

Mr. BACHMANN. No; it does mnot indicate that; rather
that they are irying to enforce the law.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. It shows that they have distriet
attorneys who have the right attitude on the enforcement of
the law.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Apparently there is a drive on the im-
pecunious there if they can not pay their fine.

Mr. BACHMANN. I do not know how they select them; I
have told you what I saw in the courts.

If the agency charged with the duty of making arrests
makes more arrests for violation of the prohibition laws than
the court can dispose of either by trial by jury or by pleas of
guilty, then the court is congested. That is the situation in
the State of New York, the District of Columbia, and several
other States. The prohibition officers and police have brought
in to the courts more cases than the courts can conveniently
handle, and unless more courts are provided the law can not
be properly enforced.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. In some States that may be so,
but the Federal law is without any special provision for pro-
curing evidence, other than through the grand jury?

Mr. BACHMANN. A Federal prohibition agent can make
an investigation and make arrests.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas., But the law does not provide the
agent with a supply of money to buy evidence?

Mr, BACHMANN., Well, that is beside the question that I
am discussing.

YWhen courts are congested to this extent, it means consid-
erable delay in the trial of civil matters, with much hardship to
private litigants, as well as delay in the disposition of other
criminal cases.

The other recommendation to relieve congestion, namely,
giving the United States commissioners enlarged powers, in-
volves several constitutional guestions.

Under the Constitution of the United States, judges of Fed-
eral courts must be appointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate. A TUnited States commissioner is not a court;
he does not perform judicial functions. If he is clothed with
the power to try prohibition cases and enter judgment, he
would be performing a judicial funetion which would bring
him within the Constitution of the United States, requiring
his appointment by the President and confirmation by the
Senate. He would hold his office during the remainder of his
life, like all Federal judges.

Were it possible to enlarge the powers of the commissioners
so that they would have the same powers as are now conferred
upon justices of the peace, and magistrates in the several States,
many thousands of prohibition cases would be disposed of each
year; and the question of congestion would then be of minor
importance.

The Commission on Law Observance, in order to keep
within the constitutional requirements and at the same time
relieve the Federal courts of this burden, has recommended that
legislation be enacted permitting the United States commis-
sioners to hear the evidence in all prohibition cases prosecuted
by complaint or information. The commissioner after hearing
the evidence would report the facts to the Federal court, and
the court, after reviewing the report, would proceed to enter
judgment of acquittal or conviction as the case may be, and in
case of conviction impose sentence.

There has been considerable opposition to this proposal be-
cause, it is claimed, the proceeding will deprive the accused
of his constitutional right of trial by jury and, in addition,
the court would still be called upon to review the commissioner’s
report of each case and impose sentence. Personally I am
opposed to depriving any citizen of his constitutional right of
trial by jury. [Applause.] Any citizen who is liable to have
his liberty takem from him by confinement in jail, whether
it be for one day or six months, is entitled to his right of trial
by jury.

The Commission on Law Observance, which has given this
matter of congestion considerable study, appreciates the serious-
ness of the situation and is very desirous that some action
should be taken.

The Jones law became effective May 2, 1929, Under this
law every violation of the national prohibition aect, except
unlawful possession, is made a potential felony. This means
that the proceedings in the Federal courts for all violations
of the national prohibition aet, except unlawful possession and
the maintenance of a nuisance, must be before the grand jury
and by indictment.

Prior to the Jones Act those accused of transportation and
sale could be prosecuted on information. Now it is necessary
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to proceed by indictment, which means an inquiry by a grand -Annual disposition of cases beginning fiscal year 1026, ending fiscal pear 1679
jugl;ti] the fizures for the end of the fiscal year 1930 are avail- b‘:;‘f_flmig Com- [, oo iesndconvioteal E18S O | T Tenae
able it will be impossible to tell what effect the operation of the 1928 o3 i i of guilty | - trials T
Jones law will have on this question of congestion. As it looks

now, with all the cases except possession being prosecuted under | ...

indictment, the Federal courts will be more congested at the end | 1927, 277777 E;g% ﬁf{; 1‘%’ %?;Q %% éfflﬁ %g
of the fiscal year 1930 than they were at the end of the fiscal | 1928.______ | 20,830 | 55,416 1,413 | 48,510 | 45,046 4,817 18, 238
year 1920, W8 18,342 | 56,358 1,454 | 46,766 | 42,886 4,825 18, 654

I noticed in one of my home newspapers the other day an item Total 104, 413 5,061 | 163,653 | 150,700 | 17,354 |
to the effect that Commander John D. Pennington, in charge of
the sixthr Federal prohibition unit, had conferred with the Hon. Total disposition of cases beginning fiseal year 1928, ending fiscal year 1929
W. G. Brown, State prohibition commissioner for West Virginia,
and that a system was being worked out whereby all petty ; Number | Cases o ok o e 1 Cases
offenses were to be prosecuted by the State courts, leaving the State dishots | nSm s | victed | guilty triais | Pend-
cases involving interstate shipments and conspiracy to be han- The ing
dled by the Federal courts.

If a system of this kind could be worked out in every State ? %:& 3:83 1,742 ?00 223
having a State prohibition law much headway could be made 2 2 698 km &m § 51‘5“0
with prohibition enforcement. There would be very little con- 2 4,420 3,803 3,646 24 354
gestion in the Federal courts, except in those States where they i g g g Iﬂ_} 11;
have no State prohibition law. It will be interesting to observe 1 298 732 212 50 1
the progress made under this system of State and Federal - g.g&l! g.g% tgﬁg 1,%&113 1,233
cooperation in the State of West Virginia. 3 o o (5 o 4

I do not think it can be seriously doubted but that the large | Tdsho. - i oo IR oMl ‘ael el M
number of prosecutions of minor violations of the prohibition Imm_---.-.---..._-_-_ g %253 4-% *3?2 m l;g%
laws due to the necessity of proceeding by indictment will seri- 2| 125 tm }:15{, 53 11
ously interfere with the vigorous handling of major violations, 1 47 a7 34 5 11
This situation can only be relieved by the Congress and not by 4 k8 ity e i S 315

3,906 4,340 4,239 | | 208 52
the President. 1 540 459 448 14 43

One of the first things the Congress should do is to enact } %g tm‘ ‘-gg g %‘;3
legislation as suggested by the Commission on Law Observance, sl soss| 4648 1.'380 372 25
defining the term “ casual or slight violations” as used in the 1 8,583 3, 126 3,058 96 310
Jones law, “so that the district attorneys may prosecute these g igg lﬁ‘% 1-% :g ;g
petty violations upon complaint or by information, and in such 1| 269 217 i"gg.. 20 339
cases, when so prosecuted, the penalty for each offense should 1 1,320 1,118 1,084 46 142
be a fine not to exceed $500 or confinement in jail, without hard i A e e - o
labor, not to exceed six months, or both.” 1| 2Zas| 1ses| 1se0 52 521

1| . 846 601 554 [

T i Hoaml uml o) L] 8

Says the commission— 1 B'lm 99 97 7 42

2 4,451 4,087 3,888 168 425

would obyviate the long delay, unnecessary expense, and needless keeping 3 6,302 5 540 5211 450 650
in session of grand juries which are demanded by the present state of e 8_3 &% ot s
the Jones law. 1 " 064 816 765 | 100 37
: W] 2 2,043 1,604 1,401 351 531

Mr. Speaker, if it is possible for the Federal Government to | South Dakota .___._____| 1 740 511 498 15 96
properly enforce the Federal prohibition laws there is one thing | Teone - ;‘:% &‘g 3-SR e o
gure, and that is, they can not be enforced without the aid of | ggah 7777770 1 204 176 " 139 55 33
the Federal courts; and if there are more cases than the Fed- | Vermont 1 223 164 131 53 30
eral courts can dispose of under the present judicial structure, [ ¥irginia_. > ;‘tg? ;:% Y% = -
it is high time that the Congress enact legislation to relieve the | west v%ﬁ:ﬁ::ﬁ:: 2| 10,789 | 8708 8622 99 850
situation. [Applause.] WiSCONSIn. oo oo e 2 1,983 1,578 1,464 103 320

The States and districts wherein relief is needed may be de- | Wyoming .. - x = no #1 2% 18
termined from the following schedules, which I ask may be Total_ 196,413 | 163,658 | 150,700 | 17,854 | 18,054
incorporated as a part of my remarks.

Total disporition of cases by States, beginning fiscal year 1826, ending fiscal year 1925
Com- Con-

States oot States - States for i States Trials States Pending
1. New York_______.| 42,800 | 1. New York_..___._.| 34,525 | 1. New York___....__ 34,147 | 1. Kentucky.. 2,837 | 1. New York......... 4,829
2, Kentueky. .. ___ 13, 528 12,125 | 2. Kentucky. ... 10,086 | 2 North Carclina.___| 2,123 2. g 1,518

3. West Virginia_ .| 10, 789 8,706 | 3. West Virginia__.__.| 8,622 | 3. Dhiis&n'lct of Colum- 1,383 | 3. Distriet of Colum- ,
4 Texas.......... 9,362 8,252 | 4. 7,577 | 4 976 | 4.1 861
b. D'Estrigt of Co- 8,202 6,534 | 5. 5963 | 5. o713 | & 807

A1

u, Pennsylvania_____ 7,743 5624 | 6 5211 | 6. 0. 678
mn i W ST ARY 5,540 | 7. 4,000 | 7. 7 659
B. N Carolina___ 6, 304 5,531 | 8, 4,479 | 8. 8. 550
6,302 4,088 | 0, 4,360 531
6, 016 4,867 | 10, 4,350 521
5, 901 4,706 | 11. 4,340 402
5,053 4,645 | 12, 4,250 443
5,027 4,642 | 13, 4, 230 425
4,935 4,472 | 14, 4,005 354
4,451 4,349 | 15. 3,88% 330
4,420 4,037 | 16. 3,646 333
8,903 3,808 | 17. 3,128 320
3, 583 3,129 | 18. 3, 058 315
3,151 2,507 | 19. 2,165 310
2,831 2,197 | 20. 2,012 248
2,698 2,178 | 21 1,994 22
2,610 2,150 | 22. 1,860 245
2, 490 1,802 | 23. 1,742 223
2,215 1,873 | 24, 1,710 204
2,180 1,733 | 25. 1,628 199
2,043 1,604 | 26, 1,404 180
1,004 1,578 | 27. 1,401 156
1,933 1,499 | 23, -] 1,38 160
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Tolal dizposilion of cases by States, beginning fiscol year 1928, ending fiscal year 1839—Continned

Com- Con- Pleas of

i) menced States victed States guilty Btates Trials States Pending

2. Msssachusetts <A, 1,625 | 29, 1,360 | 29, 103 | 29. 142
30, 1,408 | 30. I 1,150 | 30. 100 | 30. 130
31. 1,832 | 31. 1,084 | 31. 100 | 31. 120
a2 1,320 | 32, 1,084 | 32, 90 | 32 119
33 1,328 | 33. 1,076 | 33. 96 | 33. ]
34, 1,265 | 34. 1,013 | 34. 06 | 34, 20
85. New Hnmrshim._ 1,187 | 35. 868 | 35, 79 | 35. O 55
36. Rhode Island..._ 954 | 36, 755 | 36. 55 | 36, 54
37.. New B-quieo.--_.. 846 | 37. €94 | 37. 63 | 87, 52
a8, 845 | 38, 647 | 38, 53 | 38. 43
9. 788 | 39. New Mexico..... 601 | 30. New Mexico______ 554 | 80, 52 | 39. 42
40, 1 742 | 40. Colorado. .couaeaas 565 | 40. South Dakota-__-- 408 | 40. 50 | 40. L 41
41 740 | 41. South Dak ota..... 511 | 41.- Maine.._.... 448 | 41, 46 | 41, 37
42, 450 | 42. Colorado. ... 443 | 42, 40|42, U 33
43. 836 | 43. Connecticut. 332 | 43. 37 | 43. 30
4. 239 | 44, Wyoming..__ 21 | 44, 34 | 44, 30
45, 232 | 45. Ware___ 212 | 45. 15 | 45. s
46, 176 | 46. Utah_._____ 139 | 48. 14 | 46, 18
47. Vi 164 | 47. Vermont_ . ___.____ 131 | 47. 7|47, 11
48. 99 | 48, North Dakota._._. 97 | 48. 7| 48, 4
49, Eansas. .. ___ 34 | 40. 5| 49, 2
163, 653 150, 700 17, 354 18, 654

Numerical list—Total disposition of cases by districts, beginning fiscal year 1928, ending fiscal year 1929

Commenced Convictions Pleas Trials Pe’;’g%“g
Btate Btate State State State
Dis- Dis- Dis- Dis- Dis-

triet | Cases trict | Cases trict | Cases triet | Cases triet | Cases
1. N. 20, 544 B0 NG E...- 16,747 | 1. 2,185 , 836
2. Ky 0, 607 9,182 | 2 7,803 | 2 1,383 1380
3 N. 8, 892 8,003 | 3. 7,506 | 3. 1, 032 300
LD 8, 202 6,736 | 4 6,690 | 4. 707 '035
5. W, 8, 240 6,477 | 5. 6, 447 b. 652 807
6. N. 7,977 5531 | 6. 4,479 | 6. 533 803
7. N. 5, 386 4,642 | 7. 4,005 7. 505 525
8. 5, 027 4,200 | B. 4,000 | B, 444 521
9. 4, B04 3,872 ] 9. 8,677 1] 9. ! 438 504
10, 4,224 8,085 | 10. La 3, 508 | 10, 398 488
11 3,583 8 287 | 1L 3,086 | 11, 380 472
12. 3, 386 3,126 | 12. 3,058 | 12, 380 445
13, 8, 852 s 3, 043 | 13. 2,910 | 13, 378 387
14, 3, 202 v 2,043 | 14. 2 817 | 14, 337 355
15, 8,273 . 2,593 | 15. 2,762 | 15, 308 330
16. 321 . 2,810 | 16, 2,724 | 18, 278 321
17. 8, 188 % 2,802 | 17. 2,027 | 17. 5 310
18, 3, 166 . 2,770 | 18, 2,490 | 18, 29 290
190, 3,102 . 2,692 | 10, 2,468 | 19, 244 285
20. 8,068 | 20. 2,507 | 20. 2,102 | 20. 28 %1
o, 3,010 4 2,450 | 21. 2,175 | 21. 238 259
22, 2,854 | 22, 242 | 22 2063 | 22 232
2, 2,695 | 23, 2,22 | 3. 1N 2,076 | 23, 20 225
M, 2,660 | 4. 2,196 | 24. 1,904 | 24. B 212 219
265, 2,619 | 25 2,178 | 25. 1,860 | 25, 204 204
28, 2,549 | 28. 2,105 | 26. 1,830 | 26. 194 202
0. 2,230 | 21. 1,802 | 27, 1,663 | 27, 14 197
28, 2,215 | 28, 1,877 | 28. 1,628 | 28. 184 189
29, 2,204 | 20. 1,816 | 29. 1,587 | 29. 182 188
30. 2,134 | 30. 1,681 | 30. 1,544 | 30. 176 183
3l 2,000 | 31 1,682 | 31. 1,533 | 3L, 164 171
82, 2,070 | 32, 1,062 | 32 1,447 | 82. 163 156
23. 1,994 | 33. 1,595 | a3. 1,386 | 33. 161 149
8. 1,925 | 34. 1,499 | 34. 1,369 | 34, 148 149
85, 1,805 | 35. 1,435 | 85, 1,332 | 35. 147 . 142
36, 1,817 | 36. 1,430 | 36. 1,327 | 38. 147 4 136
a7. 1,662 | 37. 1,424 | 37. 1,323 | 37. 139 N 135
88. 1,625 | 38. 1,415 | 38, I 1,263 | 88, 135 e 131
80, 1,539 | 39, 89. 1,084 | 239, 131 A 130
40. 1, 530 | 40. 40, 1,076 | 40, 127 . 126
41, 1,404 | 41, 41 1,011 | 41. 117 B 124
42, Pa_. 1,445 | 42. P 42, 090 | 42, 100 e 124
1,432 | 43, 43, 078 | 43, 106 | 43. 119
44, Tdaho. ... 1,332 | 44. 44, 045 | 44, 103 . O 115
1,320 | 45. 45. 922 | 45. 100 . 109
, 320 | 46. 46, 917 | 46. 100 | 46, 105
254 | 47. 47, 806 | 47, 96 5 9
187 | 48, 48, 868 | 48, 96 | 48, 99
1,150 | 49. 49, B30 | 48, 93 | 40. 8 06
1, 147 | 50. 50. B19 | 50. 81 | 50. 86
1,110 | 51. 61, 819 | 51 79 | 51. 81
52. Tex. . 1E__| 1,088 | &2 52. B02 | 52, 79 | 52, 73
888,05 W...| 1,022| 53. 53. 784 | 53. 76 | 53. 71
0. B.Coeen. | Boo] 1,021 ] B4 54 755 | 54. 73 | B 70
55, Okla. N__.| 1,020 55. 55. T34 | b5 67 | 55. 63
56. R. I 0954 | 56. 56. 696 | 56. 60 | 56. 59
57. Miss__ 926 | 57. b7. 683 | 567. 60 | &7 56
58. Va_... 017 | 58. 58. 683 | 58. 5 | B8. .8
8, N.M 840 | 50. 58. 675 | 59. 58| 59. 55
60. O 2 845 | 60. 60. 661 | 60. 55 | €0 54
01, Mich. 820 | 61. 61, 047 | 61. 538 | 61 5
62, Wis.__ W 823 | 62. 62, 641 | 62, 52 | 62. 45
€3, Tenn. Weee 817 | 63. 63. 624 | 63. 50 | 63. 46
64; Ala. = 1 ik 813 | 64. 64. 624 | 64 47 | 4. 45
685. Colo 788 | 65. 65. 623 | 65. 47 | 65. 43
BN i i s 742 | 66. 66, 617 | 68. 46 | 66. 42
(o0 A e SEReDTIE RLELI 740 | 67, 7. 576 | 67. 46 | 67. 30
68, Ind__. R 715 | 68, 68, 574 | 68, 45 | 68, 39
Ta.__ W 708 | 69. 69, 554 | 69. 44 | 69. ki
70. Iowa_. N 642 | 70. 70. 498 | 70. 42 | 70. 37
e Flbe e U NG 627 | 7L 7l Ark_.--.-.... W 468 | 71. 41 | 71. LB.-..........-.. E... 36
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Numerical list—Total disposition of cases by districts, beginning fiscal year 1986, ending fiscal year 1929—Continued
Commenced Convietions Pleas Trials s
Stats State State Stats State

toiot | Cases teigs | Cses taiat | Cases ies | Cases toing | Cses
it 3 %
59 35 39
540 M 29
491 30 24
482 24 3
342 ) 3
208 15 18
294 80, 15 18
250 202 | 81. Me - 14 16
245 130 | 82. Towa.__.._..._ | N__. 13 13
222 131 | 83. N. Dak 7 11
158 B7 |84 Connto oo b oo 7 4
47 85, Kans: ... ... 5 2

Comparizon of cases pmdinﬂ at befmntny of fiscal year 1926 and at end

Comparison of cases pendmg at beginning of ﬂacal’ year 1926 and at end

of fiscal year 1929—Continued

State District 1926 1029 State District 1926 1920
Alabama. . Northern 369 124 | Missouri o) Basborni oo s 102 136
Middie ool 95 2 Western. ... = 155 197
el Lo 148 73
257 333
612 224
" 119 330
Arizona 124 204 | Neb = ] 162 142
ol g o et HREIAN TOR NI S AN e 176 5
Ark Eastorn . oo -ciainanaen 150 105 | New Hampshire. oo - 19 24
Western. ..o 105 45 | New Jersey .| 1,967 521
New Mexico. an 30
255 150
New York 992 806
California Northern_.....__.._.._| 1,040 219 1,204 807
SR T 433 135 1,820 | 1,838
1,164 | 1,380
1,482 354
- 5,270 | 4,829
Colorado_. . 19
Colorado. . TR A e
Del 35 4 0o ) RS IS e Lt 38T
District of Columbia 840 1, 300 {1y St A RN 933 321
Florida Northern. . coccacenses 4; 46 1,073 807
Southern... oo 5 446 N DARORA L s, () bl d L e, st L i 13 42
Ohio Northern 332
Georgia_ - o Bouthern. ... ..oreud 32 125
384 425
Oklah 53 115
1,959 1,516 242 180
Tdaho_ - 132 ) 181 355
Ilinois 2l ikl vl
139 25 Oregon 88 55
61 Pennsylvania. 306 183
74 85
Indiana. . 131 116 225
0 550 463
3 199 | Rhode Island e 37
Iowa._. -| Northern 01 18 -
Southern T  ga| 2 f South Oarol wewnooo] W) B
153 i 555 531
Kansas 4 11 | South Dakota. [} 96
Kentucky . Eastern 768 261
Western. - .. oo ... 781 54 Tennessee Ejag 1g
1,540 | a5 2oL 3
Louisi Eastern. 904 ‘ 6 815 676
Western...........o....... o 18 | Texas. . -..| Northern._ —ooevveue| 78 109
063 | 52 Eastern ... 47 z
Southern. . Jtasy 8
Afatia ) —]g Western._______ .| 141 70
Maryland____ 59
Mass ts 167 130 1 i
Utah. S0t IR RN NI NEL A 10 33
Michi Eastern. 235 232 ermont._ ... = 2
Western. . - -ioococacos 54 13 ¥ Sy s 30
Virginia . 2o TDABLART o S 05 39
239 245 Western . .. ovomensss LY 107 81
Mi t | 202 120
Mississippi oy e et TR L LT i £ T AT gl Xastern . .. . 3 ar
Western. ____._.__.... 279 186
307 n
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period beginning flseal year 1928
1929—Continued

Btate District 1926 1929
Distriet 1926 | 1927 | 1028 | 1620 | Total
West Virginia._. Northern._____._______ 195 46
Bouthern. .. .oeeaee-- 307 504
Acquittals. . coceo...| Eastern. ... a3 13 21 19 86
. 562 550 Western.__._____. 8 1 3 9 21
‘Wisconsin Fastorn . 40 17 41 14 24 107
Western .. oo 88 149
Fleas Eastern 360 438 %0 456 1, 544
128 320 Western. - o o oeonn| 147 7 01 159 468
Wyami a8 18 507 500 381 615 | 2,012
Triala. ..o Emtorn 94 50 49 45 38
Disposgition of cases in cach State ?&; period beginning fiscal year 1026 Western__________ 15 a9 10 25 59
and ending 1 year 1929
ALABAMA 109 59 50 70 207
Pending._ . Eastern 166 228 108 NS AEn T
District 1028 | 1027 | 1928 | 1920 | Total N s e ik ey it i (el 5 S
230 290 148 80| 22 s
Pending. ..o - % % lg l_ﬁ
148 101 70 107 i
612 470 265 300 Pending Northern 1,049 224 183
SBouthern_____.__.. 433 382 133
Commenced.- - -uaena- M8 261 822 301 1,432
163 18 37 27 245 1,482 606 318
138 151 74 210 813
Commenced . Northern. 740 856 720 | 1,139 3,273
B4 470 633 538 2,490 Southern._____....| 380 278 302 189 1,147
Terminated .- 635 273 339 290 | 1,546 1,120 932 | 1,031 | 1,328 | 4,420
171 49 22 69 311 X
185 222 27 244 888 1,574 697 624 | 1,208 | 4,103
431 525 256 23 1,445
991 54 598 612 2,745
1,222 880 | 1,441 | 5,548
Convietions......—..- Northern... 461 218 3 24 | 1,214
136 2% 11 30 214 | Convictions 509 470 834 | 2,802
129 174 27 201 731 282 205 188 1,001
726 418 511 504 2,159 T8 684 | 1,122 3,803
Acquittals. covaean 66 30 37 15 M8 | Acquittals_ .. _...._.] 2 ] 11 39
5 2 2 2 11 8 8 6 30
n 15 6 7 39
10 14 17 69
82 47 45 2¢ 108
Pleas Northern am | 186 22| 2: oz | T ;gg | W @
or' i
Midde. ool 135 18 10 39 202 i
Bouthern__________ 9 145 199 180 623 758 655 | 1,100 3,648
561 319 421 441 | 1,742 | Trials 13 14 24 117
30 29 15 109
Trials Northern. 193 90 8 57 433
f Middle..____.__..C 1 10 2 2 15 101 43 43 39 223
Southern._ .. ...... 41 44 34 23 147
Pending. Northern 24 183 258 NG ... -
235 144 134 87 600 Southern__________| 382 133 179 185 |- -
Pending. Northern 282 270 12 124 606 16|« < 487 | ahd fiass =
Middle_ . oo 87 56 71 2 e R e
.......... 101 70 107 73
= P s o) IECEE COLORADO
Pending 106 02 75 I s
AR C 196| 138| 24| 200 783
Pending. _ 124 148 268 e 77 K e victions 1 1 5
Com d 593 0 423 438 1,004 | Acquittals_ 18 6 11 12 50
Terminated 569 420 545 280 1,014 | Pleas 120 85 102 127 443
Convictions. 407 | 345 354 333 | 1,499 | Trials 50 23 43 45 161
Aequittals._ 10 4 ] 2 25 | Pend 62 75 136 i1 SR
Pleas__ 428 316 326 209 1,369
Trials_ 33 30 a7 a5 135
Pending__ 148 146 F ) CONNECTICUT
ARKANSAS Pending. ... 15 12 13 - b
Sommecal 2 5| m mr
Pending..- Eastern 10| 1| 27| 108 Convictions si| s2| 12| 11| 338
Western._ .. 105 o4 62 a8 41; aquil.l.&ls. 4!1; 53 mg 13lil 332
a8
256 240 250 146 Trials 3 2 2 0 7
Pendi 12 13 9 o B |l e
Commenced Eastern 552 633 324 500
Western____._._ -5 185 9 9 26
37 a2 s 208 DELAWARE
Terminated Eastern 530 581 443 543
Western. .| 29 101 123 200 Pending__.. ... 85 14 36 |11 k=
= o e e
inal i
et |t A
Convicti Eastern 416 475 318 482 | 1,601 | Aca -
g Pleas__ 53 37 B4 38 212
Western__________| 154 k] 3 175 506 Trials. - 5 0 - -
570 551 416 657 | 2,197 | Pending 14 36 10 [ il e G
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Disposition of cascs in each State for period beginning fizcal year 1926 | Disposition of cases in each State for period beginni cal year 1926
- and ending fiscal year 1929—Continued and ending fiscal yiar gm—mﬂl‘nue’&g #s 3

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA [DAHO
District 1026 1027 1028 1920 | Total District 1626 1927 1028 1920 | Total
Pending_ ... 640 690 | 1,162 T o Pending..___..._. z 132 170 148 o o LI
ot | 1,819 2,182 | 2,630 | 1,661 | 8,282 ,?.‘mmanmd 349| 323 3211 339 1,332
Terminated 1760 | 1,729 | 2781 | 1,352 7,631 arl:r}lnabed ...... . 307 354 340 360 1,370
COnVICHONS. - on oot o iane 1,512 | 1,200 | 1ses| 'sz2| 5831 | Convictions is 205 194 284 204 | 1,087
Acquittals. 71 61 63 68 2 7 7 9 25
Pleas. ... 1,314 658 | 1,716 407 221 158 235 254 858
Trials 2 702 167 46 43 5 49 104
Pending. ... bae] 690 | 1,152 | 1,011 1,800 174 148 120 ] B s
FLORIDA . ILLINOIS

Pending._._..... Northern 254 140 362

Pending-.. Northern 47 43 67 [l A il Eastern._ ... 72 65 &5

s Southern._........| 547 699 430 601 | e Southern_._....._. 139 61 211

504 47 497 . - R Sy 465 268 028

Commenced. - .....- Northern. ..o ... 102 185 198 142

Southern___ ... J Bis5| 205| e00( 704 S0 am| a41| "5 ¥ 530
o = o8| v 260 306 101 473 | 1,820
Terminated. ... Northern. ... "~ 101| 1es| 200 161 023 Sr] LT AN [ %452 | 16018
Southern__________| 390 564 430 949 | 2,283 | Terminated...__..___ 461 274 765 | 1,304 | 2,804

401 730 630 | 1,110 2,861 338 246 204 g?g 1,104

Convictions......_...| Northern. ... 7 128 139 102 443
Southern.._-----—. 304 171 261 694 | 1,430 1008 | L3W| 25 561
Convictions 330 242 623 | 1214 2,428
a78| 29| 00| es| 1,87 28| 2| 300 530 | 1,308
Acquittals. Northern 2 3 il B n il el B A R R R
Southern______.___ 20 36 61 19 136 836 814 | 1,188 | 2,02 4,867
22 39 65 32 158 | Acquittals........_.. 22 12 17 36 87
_ 12 9 5 3 2
Pleas Northern 70 17 131 65 383 thern .- _| 0 0 3 2 -
Southern______ 22 150 216 674 | 1,377
357 267 47 34 21 25 41 121
282 196 576 | 1,02| ‘2,076
Ly o 11 " Bl W TR Northern. _.ooeo. 11 12 203 318 976 ’_"m 1, 203
Southern.........., 37| %] 106 20| 27| 25| e2m| o1
43 67 118 755 781 | 1,007 | 1,767 | 4,350
Pending. . _____. Northern. _.-___ 48 67 65 70 8 a0 a1 194
Bouthern - i) o 25 43 2| & 164
7= e o, 11 3 13 8 35
115 104 8 95 303
Pending. .-| Northern 140 362 491 v [Ny
___________ 65 55 7
Pending......... L g gg_} .......... 81 211 108
2ol i 266 028 675 T E M
207 121
5 z INDIANA
Commenced. ... 621 881
249 739
275 363
1,145 | 1,083
Terminated. .-...... 487 | 1,057
400 | 1,046
411
1,307 | 2,628 | 2,848 | 7,562 . 147 140 550 480 | 1,32
Convietions..._...... Northern 440 216 861 000 2,507 | Terminated Northern Sl 139 133 a 231 500
o 1 T TN 232 741 709 | 1,682 Southern 471 254 725
Southern... 100 335 345 348 | 1,435
139 | 1| 4| 48| 1,23
846 783 | 1,8 2,047 | 5624
Convictions Northern. - ...... 132 115 5 180 441
e sl WS S 248 661
................ 43| 437 | 1,107
Acquittals_ ... - Northern.......... 3 0 1 5 9
Bouthern___. 2 3 5
e o 3 8 14
PSS i s e e N OERAF e 116 102 [ I 166 380
Sonthern 2ol e bt al}i z;g 624!
________________ 309 306 | 1,018
Trials.s oo i Northern. . oo 19 13 X 34 67
Boahern. .- e 26 21 47
e 27 55 114
Pending_ - -.....o..--| Northern._..__..__ 7 78 127 5 15 R
274 T RGN (LSS gl L = 66 -3 IR

8
g
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0 in each Rtat eriod scal 1586
st e B i s oy oy o sl

0OWA LOoULSIANA—continoed
District 1926 | 1927 | 1928 | 1929 | Total District 1926 | 1627 | 1928 | 1929 | Total
Commenced. ........ T — 434 922 | 1,075 7 3,198
Pending. - . ..cceen--.| Northern... ...} o1 2 67 40 banee Western_.__.._..._ 159 155 257 137 708
Southern.. .. ...} 62 45 a9 ) RS
503 | 1,007 | 1,332| o004 | 3,008
153 137 | 138 ] I e
Terminat; Eastern_._.._._....] | L8| 9%0] 1,100 740 4,088
Com d Northern.- - ... | 6| 13| an 102 642 Western___....._ 208 | 138 261 144 751
Southern ... _.__| 191 156 146 130 623
1,444 | 1,128 | 1,361 884 | 4,817
337| 39| 57| 232| 1,286
Convictions. Eastern 1,061 014 | 1,028 682 3,685
Ter a Northern._.__...| 145 | 208 238 124 715 Western............ 170 120 =8 127 064
Southern_.._....__| 208 132 185 137 662
1,21 | 1,043 | 1,266 800 | 4,340
353 | 840 423| 21| 1,87 1
A tals Eastern. ...o..... 25 14 17 20 6
Convictions......._.. Northern.__—......| 141 163 101 %0 585 Western......_..... 4 3 8 4 19
Bou U] e T 3 e (S 126 610
2 17 25 2% 95
324 | 280 366| 26| 1,196
Pleas Eastern =] 1,02 807 | Lo017| 656 3,608
Acquittals_ 0 111 ; g g Western...........| 167 123 227 124 641
L195 | 1,020 | 1,244 | 780 4,239
1 1 4 3 9
Trinls. e Bastern. . 58 31 28 45 163
Fleas. Northern.. ... 139 161 190 86 578 Western___________ 7 9 19 7 42
Southern__._..._. 175 16 | 163 120 574
31 277| 33| 206| 1150 i 2 s 63 —
. 4 i
Pending ... Eastern. ... 102 kTl 9 B M
THRE S e b o Northern.. ... 2 2 2 7 13 Western_._________ 10 27 z ah S
thern . ..... 9 10 15 6 40
112 o1 32 o e
1 12 17 13 53
Padiog . s Northern_._..__._.| 92 67 40 bR AR MAINE
Sout] Rt 45 69 30 ™5 e SEAL
Pending. 2 47 50 . 18 e e
187 | 138 il e Comir i 166 85 140 140 50
gum;m:'nd 181 82 160 136 559
ns.
HANSAS .I.r?-;:ln-ln 13} 73 133 ng “‘g
Pleas 135 60 10| 114 448
P 6 [} 3 T s Trials. 3 1 4 6 14
Comr d._. 4 1 14 28 47 | Pending 47 50 30 [ e ek
S sl Aogl g
Convicted
Acquittals__ 0 0 0 1 1 g
Pleas 3 2 4 2 34
Trials 2 1] 2 1 5 | Pending. 507 881 930 7 ) e B
Pending 6 3 1 1 C 1,385 | 1,021 | 1,387 | 1,234 | 5,077
S AR (REARY
T Acquittals__ by 7 |72 0[5 11
Pleas 05| 852 | L442| 1,100 | 4,479
Pending_. Eastern. 768 456 044 325 Trials. 20 33 68 el 204
Western_..._____| 781| 499 136 73 Pendi 881 930 | 320 T RS
1,549 955 1,080) 308 |._._____
MABSACHUSETTS
Commenced. .. ... -] SB28 | 2,154 | 2,080 | 2,045 | 10,607
Western.___._..| 1,241 553 710 n7| 3,21 gﬁndlnx---, 107 m 101 11.172 e
e | Ol G AR
Terminated. .........| Eastern...__.___| 2,840 | 1,666 3,600 3,000, 1,14 | Sonvictions L
equittals. _ [ 4 5 2 17
Western. _________| L5m| o8| 73| 736 gﬁ:’h 2 3%5 332 3?3 ”“3 L %
4363 | 2,582 4372| 3,745 | 15002 [ pengie- 134 161 TR T e
Convictions Fastern. ..o oeee-o| 2,110 | 1,351 | 3,028 | 2,684 | 9182
Western. ......... 1,086 650 600 607 | 2,043 MICHIGAN
520 Z00L] 508 ) 50| 133%5)] penatng Eastern..........] 25| 169 195 a7l
Acquittals._ . Eastern...........| 19 24| 256| 300 500 Western.......... 4 B % 3 B
Western__.......| 104 46 2 2 109 20| 1| 20 2% S
123 70| 24| 3n 708 b e Eastern 70| 1,00 1,190 1,214 | 4,22
Pless. Eastern Jf oo | Liss| 2406 2000 7,800 i i S MOt el O a0 Wi
e 0, |00 | 00 ) B0 | S 40 vo02| L2 | 1,807 | 14a2] 5
359 1785 | 390 | 255 | 10,086 | a Fastern__________| 86| 1,015| 1,168 | 1,190 | 4,228
Trials Esstern | 17| ss0| 84| 218 i ey Ul Sl L B0 R
kot R (Sl B ddiebo] M 2t [ 1,007 | 1,178 | 1,300 [ 1,433 | 5,088
39| 38) 8| L087| 287 | oonvietions Fastern 753 | 903 | 1,008 | 1,118 | 3,872
Pending. oo Fastern_.________| 456 o44| 335| 281 Western-....—...| 20| UM8| 26| 210 m
Western_____.___.__ 460 138 73 54 1,051 | 1,30¢ | 1,328 4,645 !
965 | L080 | 398 815 feeeee | poquittals. __._.....| Eastern_._..__.___| 7 14 12 17 50
Western - .oc—e—n 4 1 5 2 12
S E 1 15 17 10 62
Pending..__._.._... ..| Esstern...........| 904 102 34 [ Pleas Eastern ... 731 846 | 1,083 | 1,067 [ 3,677
Western.———.....| 59 10 27 ol == Western__________| 178 128 | 184 193
963 112 61 | A 90| om| L217| 1,250 4,380
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g;a flscal year 1926

Disposition of oam in each Btate for period beginn

MarcH 7

f.ﬁ’ fiscal year 126

fiscal year ending flscal year 1920—Contin
MICHIGAN—contlinued MONTANA
District 1028 1927 1928 1920 | Total District 1026 1027 1928 1020 | Total
e 00 A T AT Eastern.—.oceaee-- 3 71 v 68 260 | Pending. ... 119 127 225 r, | P
L 35 22 x 19 103 | Commenced. .. 400 356 728 | 1,125 [ 2,610
Ter d B 401 258 708 | 1,082 | 2390
88 93 104 12 Cnnvif'“nm 320 208 663 980 | 2,178
Acquittals__ 3 18 4 13 14 49
Pending_ -....--....| Eastern_..____.... 180 1M 217 22 |ieeen Pleas._ . 271 192 600 22| 1,004
Western. ________ 25 34 19 18 st %‘risls 23 67 2122 64 81 230
7% s =5 PP A ending. 2t 127 245 830 oo
NEERASKA
MINNESOTA
162 121 84 v e
Pending. - —cooeueee T e T 168 183 170 276 341 04 208 | 1,329
O T 609 395 | 1,159 317 378 441 213 | 1,340
Terminated 655 408 | 1,137 278 37 256 167 | 1,118
Oungi't;f;"‘ &bg 8’:‘1 1 01; 5 4 5 q& sg 12
A S TR S 1 1,
pfff‘u 3 53| 361 1,00 B 7 o| "%
— 22 17 7 121 84 147 1420 . s
Pandinx........---_. .................... 152 170 192
NEVADA
MISSISSIPPT
P b 176 265 l 141 [ j] Feetns
Pendi Northern w| | m| wml.....|¢ s3] 47| w0l 1m| Tz
Southern. ... 145 92 87 1 178 164 867
173 122 131 658
2 215 189 5 [ 1 15
Commenced North 175 285 402 392 lg{ 1 {g 130 647
...... s T e 9
Southern... ... 149 201 401 175 141 (.7 D f
34 486 803 567
Terminated.....-.... Northern_.........[] 185 206 413 360
Southern_.._._.. --| 22| 08| 367 =4 19 24 8 ; [ CRS
OCommenced - ___._-_|. - __c.o.. s 267 264 347 310 1,107
387| 02| 780| 608| 222 poryy 262 | 257 | s42| 308 1107
Convictions. ......... Northern..........| 160 175 355 325 | 1,015 Zhg ME ssg 20'; 1, lﬂ
Southern____.._...| 137 162 270 149 718 o7 2% 3 20| 1,078
27| s7| 6| 4 2 e g WY S e 2
........ ---| Northern..____.___| 1 (] 8 5
ASGREN Southern_.________| 1 1 4 9
2 7 12 14 480 318 488
3, 225 486 822 | 2,215
Pleas. Northern 152 154 338 303 T 307 346 789 3,711
.......... 136 10| 243 145 icti 4| 11| 21| em| 1802
28| 33| | 48| 16| Acquittals.........fo..... 2| | me| bl Lee
Trials......- = Northern 9 13 24 27 73 6 15 (] 52
Southern__..._____| 2 4 11 13 30 8 488 82 | o
11 17 35 40 103 W =
1u7 112 101
92 121 48 15 o gl st
163 179 250 846
200 199 226 157 257 843
wl % om
MISSOURI 151 11 152 554
Rl #| B.®
S FEastern 102 152 53 s 7 T 5 iz
Fiotox Western._ - .- 155 132 55 } o3 P RO
257 234 108 | R
Commenced. . Fastern 621 579 985 825 3,000 | Pending..ceaermenm- 1,003
Western.—....-| 50| 260| 47| 0| Yoz et 13
1,121 839 | 1,460 | 1515 4,935 1,773
571 678 806 32 | 2,976 5,175
5% 337 478 048 | 1,980
C il 1,765 o717
1,004 | 1,015 | 1,373 | 1,480 | 4,062 2,208 8, 002
1,388 | 8§, 20, 544
531 628 853 798 | 2,810 1,487 918 | 1,480 | 5,386
el Mo (s o R ] |0 6,848 | 13,700 | 13,820 | 42,809
880 900 | 1,808 | 1,375| 4,472 e ] 1, 1,858 | 2,586 | 8142
- 2 7y 3 16 e 2,214 | 2714 2,325 | 9,409
1,205 | 7,966 | 7,701 528
3 B . g L 228 | vooz| 'vo7| 5170
10 4 5 11 30 7,655 | 13,540 | 13,600 | 43,339
522 600 841 790 | 2,762 D8 st 4 1, 1,718 | 1,838 | 6,736
e e R AR
860 860 | 1,275 | 1,345| 4,340 Lz | Tam 618 | 2803
s LT o ) D 16 21 12 1 60 5,619 | 11,900 | 11,012 | 34,525
Western ..-..._..| 22 15 26 30 93
38 36 38 al 163 | Acquittals.......... B L - L
Pending. - ---co-ooo.- A 152 5 143 T e 18 2 8 [
= Western. __.______ 132 55 52 07 Western.__._..___ 24 7 10 49
%1 08 05| 88| = o4 81 111 362




Disposition of cases in each Rtate for period beak«lnp fiscal year 1926 Dispooutou of cases in each Btate for period bagimtng fiscal yeor 1926
and ending flscal yeor 1989—Continued and ending fiscal year 1529—Conti
_ NEW YORE—continued oH10—continued
District 1926 1027 1028 1929 | Total District 1626 1027 1928 1929 | Total
i G R | 1,548 | 1,706 | 1,822 6,000 | Acquittals__. Northern 3 2 8 2 15
1,881 | 2,208 | 1,808 7,803 Bouthern.......... 1 0 2 1 4
787 | 7,430 | 6,076 | 16,747 ]
1,191 474 605 2,817 4 2 10 3 19
5,407 | 11,827 | 10,911 | 34,147 | PleAS o oomemmae Northern..__.._. 008 571 686 745 | 2,810
Southern__........ 176 216 335 251 078
byl A AR 16 16 21 60
: 00 94 152 444 1,084 787 | Lo021 006
50 Pl 184
52 24 21 127 | Trials Northern 0 5 2 17
Southern........_. 3 4 4
230
53 57 2
1,000
1,562 Pending Northern 304 206 299
804 Bouthern______..__ 40 32
972
344 32
4,388
OKLABOMA .
Pending. .. 140 131 Pending. Northern 53 70 145 108
Middla-—cioiai o= 0 Eastern.__._ ... 242 307 273 f I - Mo
Western. . ccceeee 933 955 Western. ...oooeaee 181 218 308 - 1 SRR
1,073 | 1,086 476 604 26 [ B,
Oommenced Eastern 457 380 476 77| 2,000 | ¢ d Northern 76 4 9 21 1,020
1T AL F ¢ PR S SRk = 325 572 042 1,539 Eastern_ ... 736 916 915 819 386
Western. .._......| L 157 679 466 393 2, 695 Western._ ... ....... 482 434 474 500 1,808
1,614 | 1,384 | 1,514 | 1,792 | 6,304 1,404 | 1,584 | 1,668 | 1,556 | 6,302
Terminated. ......... 421 470 754 250 168 318 224 9358
20 543 580 671 950 | 1,056 762 3,430
870 598 704 445 34 474 1,722
1,601 | 1,311 | 1,611 | 2,047 | 6,570 1,366 | 1,462 | 1,831 | 1,460 | 6,119
Convietions. ... ——-.-- 305 358 619 155 269 199 829
16 458 500 015 | 1,017 726 | 8,287
461 400 454 278 409 854 144
82| 1,225 | 1,573 1,348 | 1,605 | 1,308 5 540 |
5 5| B el e
8
3 = 34 10 9 40 75
-3 136 140 18 2 48 123
17 147 364 153 263 197 802
7 331 323 842 976 676 3,086
364 w3 307 2 388 343 L33
488 751 v 1,267 | 1,627 | 1,216 | 5,211
1 278 328 2 11 4 4“4
11 168 210
125 164 181 ?}; 53 < o
an 610 719 99 o1
Pending 131 90 96 99 1
Middles e 305| 34| 8% Peoding. - oouiaseezes el | s
Western. . .o...... 955 764 632 321 218 308 323
1,085 | 1,159 | 1,062 B0 |ecaaas 604 728 5063
NORTH DAKOTA
OREGON
Pending. 13 22 g 39
e 40
Terminatod: H i 47| 37 120 | Pending )kl gy ol e
i e o 12| 3| = g9 | Commenced ool SRR o S M-
Acquittals. 0 0 1 4 5 | Termina 28| 26| 2] M8 576
Pleas 30 12 n 29 g7 | Convictions 183 9 n7 140 T80
r[-mdmw - L : 3 z Armmmm s 14? mg m} ug aég
Pen: 25 n 3 A2 e Trials 39 2 2 15 100
Pendi 81 81 50 (77 et
OHIO
Pending. Northern 352 304 206 - S PENNSYLVANIA
........... 32 40 32 o7
384 344 328 865 |....___ | Pending.. coeeee...| Eastern. 332 3%
Commenced._.....-..| Northern._________| 1,011 i) 743 830 3,202 116 247
Southern......._..| 198 228 398 35| 1,15
586 671
209 7 141 174 451
- s | O Bete mio nit
Terminated .. ....| Northern......___.| 1,050 707 741 838 3,45 iddia- =
Southern..__.__...| 190 236 363 6| noes e e Lo L weterniE il -——| 1,050 | 1,608 4,804 |
249 043 104 114 410 1,640 | 2,047 | 1,858 | 2,198 | 7,743
= - - . Ter d Eastern 276 312 423 657 | 1,668
Convietions.........| Northern..__...... 9556 622 708 760 3,043 Middle. .o o 370 345 378 420 1,513
Bouthern...___ T 178 220 342 254 004 Western. ... 967 | 1,307 | 1,387 | 1,082 743
1,133 842 | L048 | L 014 | 4,087 1,613 | 1,964 | 2,188 [ 2,159 | 7,924
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Digposition of cases in each Btate for period nning fiscal year D2 | Disposition of cases in each Btate for perfod begin flseal year 1926
and ending fiscal year 1920—Con Lnue:’no .and ending flscal year 1520—Continu
PENNSYLVANIA—continued TENNESSER—continued s
District 1926 | 1927 | 1028 | 1920 | Total District 1926 | 1027 | 1928 | 1028 | Total
Convictions Eastern 143 147 289 566 1,145 | C Eastern 945 518 698 2,853
Middle.___________ 280 280 274 346 | 1,180 Middle..____._.._| 608 667 44D 506 | 270
Western._________| 9016 | 1,280 | 1,168 805 | 4,200 Western—....._..] 24 134 251 208 817
1,339 | 1,657 | 1,731 | 1,807 | 6,534 1,777 | 1,319 | 1,308 | 1,407 | 5,001 7
Aequittals Eastern 16 31 35 40 181 | Terminated.__.__ e 016 521 681 839 | 2,967
Middle_..omoeeee 12 23 32 b 05 608 511 573 arz| 2,154
Western.._....... 20 10 46 2 104 336 147 225 221 929
48 [T} 113 105 330 1,060 | 1,179 | 1,470 | 1,432 | 6,040
Pleas._. 122 135 238 504 909 | Convictions.......... 410 568 702 | 2,450
9 211 167 238 895 437 485 828 | 1,818
882 | 1,217 | 1,122 848 | 4,080 111 188 181 722
1,283 | 1,563 | 1,527 | 1,500 | 5,863 858 | 1,241 | 1,206 | 4,088
33 43 91 111 278 | Acquittals.........-. 50 3 40 50 174
13 02 180 136 380 M 22 40 19 115
54 b} 92 75 244 3 3 8 5 1%
: 00| 1s8| 32 87 50 88 74 308
346 154 112 PIoas. .o astern Lo 665 337 470 621 | 2,008
68 54 29 Middle__________.! 463 380 395 1,533
199 546 233 Western_.___._____| 231 109 109 175 624
613 754 424 1,380 826 974 | 1,061 | 4,250
Trials Eastern 157 107 138 131 533
RHODE ISLAND Middle. ... 112 T 130 e 398
Western........__. 14 5 15 11 45 |
Pending _.__ - 7 5 116 55 t
o e R S e 231 245 163 235 L 243 219 976 |
Terminated. - 303 183 224 223
Convictions_._.______. | 28 160 186 202 m ﬁ
Acruittals I 5 i 11 6 4 6
Peq - 245 144 175 161 26 52
T R L T & Sy SR 38 4 21 17 ==
PN e 55 116 55 37 &
SOUTH CAROLINA
’ 45
Ponding . - avoemncnaen T RS 5 428 364 333 346
Western.._.......| 127 87 77 o
555 451 415 409 121
Commencad..-...... Enstern....... weedl 819 122] 185 415 260
Western______.___| 330 212 243 228 760
68| 33| 48| 643 —
Terminated.._.._.__. Eastern._______.._ 33| 18| 147 )
Western......_.._. 37 222 257 232 2176
762 370 414 521 w07
Convictions. ... Eastern.._...._.. o3| 17| 84| 2 g
Western.__________ 307 175 210 198 oot
590 232 308 420 2,152
Acquittals. ... Eastern 19 7 13 12 51 | Convictions .........| 627
Western..______ = 43 17 17 20 97 161 150 280
62 24 30 a2 148 % 652 % 677 im
3l 8 Sl Eastern. __.....___ 252 90 04 211 617
Western__........ 20| 19| w| 1w 784 1,485 | 1,865| 2,560 | 2,303 | 8262
Acquittals_ . 6 15 24 6 51
521 220 263 388 | 1,401 3? }g éﬁ ;‘3 a
Telalscs oo o Basberns o 0 50 24 33 32 139
Western__........ 81 5 7] 41 212 = 2 1 u 70
131 7 70 7 351 gy 71 63 63 208
Pleas 221 578 977 692 | 2,468
Pending. ... weee-| Eastern__._...__. J e 338 246 Foy ) I
- 142 133 262 282 819
Western____.____. 87 77 WL 2L 1 39 385 05 | 108
51 415 100 o A 630 616 731 650 | 2,627
1,313 | 1,m2| 2,435| 2,117 | 7,677
BOUTH DARKOTA 2
g 64 o0
Pending_____. 03 212 103 b o TSR 101 '?g ﬁ
O ed 260 05 170 203 740 70 36 38
Gonvictions 8| | 18| 13| a4
OnvicLions (2 511
Acquittals ril 1 2 ek x 0
PIee, | L el 143 101 114 140 498 | Pendiug 45 08 100
Trails__ 3 5 4 16 26 a1 al
¥ e oy 212 103 113 [ IS 77 74 (]
121 00 60
TENNESSEE 260 03 290
Pending_ - Eastern 253 2381
Middle______ .- 412 322 478 UTAS
Western_ ... 151 39 26
Pending 40 18 17 {73 T
815 642 701 (o) G = I 45 122 63 204
Terminated 85 16 o 78 201




1930

Disposition of cases in each State for period beginmn
and ending fiscal year 1929—Contin

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

uedpﬂaulvearm

Disposition of cam iu mch State for period begin
and

ing fiscal year 1929—Contin

4975

ngagﬂsmlmrm

UTAH—continuned WEST VIRGINTA
District 1928 | 1927 | 1928 | 1920 | Total District 1926 | 1927 | 1928 | 1920 | Total
Convictions 4“ 80 57 45 176 | Pending. Northern 195 149 185
Acquittals. . 8 2 (] 4 18 Southern...........| 367 640 750
Pleas 33 22 49 35 130
Trials 17 10 14 14 85 562 788 935
Pending 18 17 48 T8 el
Commenced 57 830 742 680
=T . Southern__________ 2,157 | 2,467 | 2,167 | 1,449
z; % % 2,674 | 3,007 | 2,909 | 2,100 | 10,780
Pending. - N R (=R T G e e
Ci o 3% 53 57 74 222 | Terminated._......___| Northern._____..__ 503 504 808 &35 2, 698
Terminated 5 50 48 77 T e S R S b e 1,884 | 2,352 | 2,349 | L513| 8,008
Convictions 33 83 7 61 164
%ﬁiﬂ,ﬂs_ 33 32 a{ 4; 1:: 2447 | 2,946 | 3,255 | 2°148 | 10,796
Trials 7 17 7 22 53 | Convictions. ......- —-| Northern___.____.. 466 400 720 553 2,229
Pending. Bs 21 24 33 i e Southern.. ... L522| 1,016 | 1,917 | L122| 6,477
1,088 | 2,406 | 2,637 | 1,675| 8,708
VIRGINIA
A tals 2 0 0 2 4
Pending. .o oee e e Eanbern: ool 95 55 L SRR 2 2 3 . 10
Western ... 107 92 L SRS 4 1 3 6 14
: 02 147 148 il e Plhoma” v o Northern . . ... 48 484 76| 87| 2,178
c LA e Al M T 176 124 7 104 0 Southern._.........| 1,517 | 1,911 | 1,909 | 1,110 | 6,447
Western_ ... 165 202 308 242 017 1965 | 2,395 | 2.615| 1,647 | 8622
B41| 36| 896 M6| 1408 | mrigyy . ] Northern_______._ 20 6 14 18 58
Terminated. ... Eestern...........| 28| 132| 95| 104| 647 Boutbern.__....... ! 2 R 2 4
Western.._......|] 180 193 320 241 3 o7 13 25 24 o
30| -825| 42| 345| 149 | panding.............| Northern. _____.| 49 | 185 21 T R
Convicti E 138 o - 20 306 Southern........._ 640 750 568 1, o BT
Western__________ 150 146 263 217 781 780 535 589 o T
288 n7 345 307 | 1,177
Aequittals. ..........| Eastern_ ... = 15 13 T &7 e
Western._........} 7 6 3 2 18
Peniing ... o] Bastern_._ ... 40 a9 67 ro Ul S
30 21 156 9 75 Western___________ 88 108 67 L L RS
Pleas. . ......-o--.| Bastern_________ =5 (RS TT 71 75 83 350 128 147 )7 Em 182
Western. ... 133 133 256 212 784
Commenced...._.....| Bastorn____.__ it A ET 118 237 43| 1,110
254 204 331 205 | 1,084 Western____.___._.| 119 107 254 343 823
Trials Eastern 40 36 18 H 106 303 m 591 816 | 1,833
8 . 17 1 12 7 47
Terminated....______| Eastern._______._. 185 88 348 358 079
57 47 23 21 153 Western.....c..... 96 148 195 320 759
Pending. - .- ooceeeees Eastern_________| 56 47 39 39 53 678 | 1,788
Western__________| 92 101 80 81 i 2 i
Oonvictions..........} Eastern..........| 151 72 327 332 883
147 148 119 120 Western. ..o oo 92 128 180 206 695
5
WASHINGTON 43 200 507 628 | 1,578
Acquittals Eastern 5 0 5 (] 16
Pending. . Eastern 8] | 19| el Western. ...} 0 g A 3 ’
Western__.._.____| e ams 619 B/ 5 0 6 8 19
: 37| 401] 68| M| ... Pleas. .- ooveeeseee.| Eastarn_ .......... 139 64| 804 312 819
= 2 E % = 54 == 77 Western. _________ 87 124 173 201 675
Western_ .| 848 746 561 518 | 2,669 226 188 Py 603 | 1,494
M| 8m) MS| 3| 8101 |y Eastern . 17 8| 28| 20 70
Terminated. ... Eastern... 0 81| 17| 1 473 Western..._...... 5 4 8 7 24
Western. 746 518 800 12| 2,775 2 12 6 P 103
. 845| 69| L0368 | 768| 3,28 | porging Eastern. ) 67 [ o 7 6l P
Convictions. .........| Bastern ... 8| 1| mus| 1 02 Wesbern . i BT 10 || A e eere
Western_____...._. 572 400 678 460 2,105 150 134 I 182 320 |ooeee
661 461 791 504 | 2,507
Acquittals.——........| Eastern...——..... 3 3 r 3 T b idainiis
ey Pendig | u| & &
33 29 80 20 121 DT d
Terminated o7 47 80 T 310
Pleas . ... .| Eastern . ... . ___ 61 52 66 126 335 | Convictions 60 41 7 5 239
Western.._________ 502 356 563 400 | 1,830 | Acquitals. . 6 3 2 6 17
Pleas 59 41 7 52 231
563 408 650 535 | 2,165 | Trials 12 6 3 13 3
Pending 1 18 12 18 |=n=ss
Trials %mm gg _}g lﬁ eg 75
o o COCRERREES 3718 NAR o
i xd L L oin The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Y_ork
Pending. .oooecemenan 4 18 66 a7 [Mr. SirovicH], under the order heretofore made, is recognized
79| 006) 28| 186 for 60 minutes.
403 624 7 223 Mr. SIROVICH. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House., Here is a poppy. It is about the size of an egg. When
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you shake it, you hear a noise due to the seeds contained in it.
The poppy contains two kinds of seed, one black and the other
white.

The color of the seeds gives the name to the poppy. It is
either a black poppy or a white poppy. The white poppy is
annual. It rises 2 or 3 feet in height and sometimes even
to b or 6 feet, in favorable situations. In India it blooms
in the month of February. In Europe, and the United States,
no earlier than June, July, or August.

When you cut your finger blood exudes. Within five minutes
it coagulates, When you cut into the unripe capsule of the
poppy, just before it is a year old, it too bleeds. But its blood is
represented by a white milky exudation. This milky exudation
takes 24 hours to coagulate. After that time this coagulated
product is scraped off the capsule of the poppy, and it is ecalled
opium from the Greek word “opion,” which means juice. This
is known as crude opium,

It is in the capsule that the juice most abounds and the vir-
tues of the plant chiefly reside. The seeds contained within the
poppy are destitute of narcotic properties. From ancient down
to modern times they have been employed in the preparation of
various dainties such as bread, eakes, and rolls.

The seeds abound with a bland oil commercially called
“ poppy-seed oil,” which may be extracted by expression. This
oil resembles olive oil, for which it has been used as a substitute
in every part of the civilized world.

At the present time the poppy is cultivated very extensively
in India, China, Persia, Egypt, and in Asiatic Turkey for its
opium and in certain portions of Europe chiefly for its seeds.

Here is the coca leaf. It grows mainly in South America,
prineipally in Peru, and in Java, owned by Holland.

In human society man reproduces himself, His progeny are
remembered as his offspring. Some of his descendants become
famous while others become infamous. So with opium. This
famous drug has 18 descendants. In chemistry we call them
derivatives or alkaloids. Who are some of these distinguished
children that opium has given to the world? Its oldest son is
called morphine. Next come codein, narcein, papaverine, and
pantopon, used in childbirth as twilight sleep. The rest have
been relegated to the background of obscurity.

In 1817 an eminent German chemist, Saturner, extracted
morphine from opium and preached the modern doctrine that
the narcotic powers of opium resided in morphine, and so named
this drug after the famous god of sleep, Morpheus. The chief
descendant of morphine as its derivative is heroin, the grand-
son of opium. The only son of coca is cocaine, medically
known as its alkaloid.

From time immemorial, through ancient, medieval, and mod-
ern timeg, opinm has been used for five purposes: First, to
relieve every form of pain that the human body is heir to. See-
ond, to induce sleep for insomnia caused by inconceivable men-
tal, physical, and functional conditions. Third, to check meta-
bolie disturbaneces caused by inflammation and irritation that
can take place in any part of the human body. Fourth, to coun-
teract excessive secretions in the various cells of the body that
give rise to serious disturbances, such as diarrhea, pleurisy, and
peritonitis. Fifth, for systemie purposes to build up the physi-
cal and mental constitution of exhausted and worn-out human
bodies.

In all parts of the world opium has been habitually employed
by many with a view to its exhilarating and anodyne influence.
This is particularly the case among the Mohammedans and the
Hindus, who find in this narcotic drug the most pleasant sub-
stitute for aleoholic drinks, which are interdicted by their reli-
gion, In India, Persia, China, and Turkey it is consumed in
immense quantities, and many nations of the East smoke opium
as those of the West smoke tobacco.

The use of opium as a medicine can be clearly traced back
to Diagos, who was nearly contemporary with Hippocrates, the
founder of ancient medicine.

What is the physiological action of opium and its derivatives
upon the human body and the human mind? There are four
varieties of symptoms: First, subjective; second, objective;
third, mental; and fourth, moral.

The subjective symptoms are the symptoms that the patient
feels and complains of most. What are they? Generally speak-
ing, opium is a stimulant narcotic. Taken by a healthy person
in moderate doses it increases the force, fullness, and frequency
of the pulse, augments the temperature of the skin, invigorates
the muscular system, quickens the senses, animates the spirits,
and gives new energy to the intellectunal faculties. D

This operation, while it is extended to all parts of the sys-
tem, is directed with peculiar force to the brain, the functions
of which it excites, and sometimes even goads on to intoxica-
tion and delirium.
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In a short time this excitation subsides. A bodily calmness
and a delightful placidity of mind succeed. The individual,
insensible to painful impressions, forgetting all source of care
and anxiety, submits himself to a current of undefined and un-
connected but pleasing fancies and is conscions of no other
feeling than that of a quiet and peculiar enjoyment.

At the end of half an hour or an hour from the administra-
tion of the narcotie, all consciousness is lost in sleep. 'The
soporific effect, after having continued for 8 or 10 hours, goes
off and is often succeeded by more or less nausea, headaches,
tremors, and other symptoms of diminished or irregular nervous
action, which soon yield to the recuperative energies of the sys-
tem, and unless the dose is frequently repeated, and the powers
of nature worn out by overexcitement, no injurious consequences
will ultimately result.

Such is the obvious operation of opium when moderately
taken, as experienced by the patient,

What are the objective symptoms as observed by the oufsider
looking upon one who uses the drug? His physical condition
is below par. His features are expressionless, They index a
lack of mental activity. They have the hatchet face with sunken
cheeks and lusterless eyes. The color of the skin varies from a
waxen pallor to a bluish appearance, The fingernails become
brittle and chip off. The teeth soften and suffer continuous de-
struction, The dentine crumbles away. Gradual loss of weight
increases monthly. An actual repugnance for meat is ever
present while the drug is being used. The addicts become exces-
sive cigarette smokers.

Blood pressure is uniformly high in morphine addiction and
is often below normal in heroin cases. Yawning every few sec-
onds. Tremor is very excessive, and the expression haggard.
Excessive muscular weakness, and finally utter collapse. The
mortality among drug addicts is largely from those cases which
often follow too rapid reduction or total deprivation. So much
for the objective symptoms,

What are the mental symptoms? Persons who were, prior to
the addiction of this habit, honorable and upright, lose their
fine sense of honor and degenerate into conscienceless pre-
varicators of the truth. In medicine we term them pathological
liars. In the lexicon of the addict there is no such word as
truth. He lies and lies in order to get possession of the. drug.
He will cry, plead, implore, beg, and beseech to give him the

Deception and distortion of the truth and facts go hand in
hand with the drug addiet. His daily life is a veritable hell
on earth through fear that the source of supply may be cut off.
Gradually the mind drags down, and the drug addict becomes a
derelict and driftwood upon the ocean of life, deserted by his
friends, scorned by his relatives, and outlawed by society.
[Applause.]

What are the moral symptoms? He is unable to differentiate
between right and wrong, but uniformly does the wrong thing at
the right time. He does not sustain his former moral level,
but becomes careless in language and behavior, neglectful of
family life and of personal appearance, and finally loses all
sense of dignity, and becomes a moral as well as a mental and
physical degenerate. 2

Under these conditions, crimes of every conceivable nature
are committed to obtain the drng. On this point the addict
becomes imbued with the courage of desperation, whereas
usually drug addicts are cowards.

Addicts are clannish to a degree. They become reformers,
crusaders, and, just like the enthusiasts in religion, in polities,
and in prohibition, they fanatically preach the gospel of their
drugs, and so each addict surreptitiously carries propaganda to
the people he comes in contact with in speaking of the wonders
and the glories of what opium and its derivatives will do to the
one who takes them.

Days and dates become confused, and memory plays some
pitiful tricks with these unfortunate men and women. To the
female, in order to secure the drug, moral obligations are cast
aside, Men and women alike are cowards and have no stamina
or fortitude to come back. Such is the terrible tragedy of this
drug when used for purposes never intended by nature. [Ap-
plause.]

The normal healthy person, having a sound mind in a healthy
body, is uninfluenced by these drugs. Transient periods of
physical imperfections are relieved and the drug is forgotten.

But what types of people use this drug? Personally I consider
them psycopathic constitutional inferior types. Neurotics, dys-
peptics, neurasthenies, high morons, low morons, hysteries; men
and women who have been deprived by nature of certain inherent
qualities that necessarily must go with the sound mind and the
healthy body. These people bear the same relationship to
normal human beings that the thorns and the thistles and the
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weeds bear to nature. They can not stand pain or suffering.
They are victims of hereditary, environmental, or acquired dis-
orders that opiates only relieve. That is why they become glaves
to these drugs.

These men and women should never be arrested and placed
in prison. [Applanse.] They are suffering from an infectious,
contagious, and communicable disease that can infest all people
who come into intimate contact with them. In our own country
there are at least a million addicts who are using this drug to
bolster their physieal and mental shortecomings,

What is the treatment of drug addiction? For the last gen-
eration various drugs were used that were supposedly specific
for the cure of this unfortunate malady. However, the most
eminent authorities to-day in the Nation and in the world are
agreed that there is no alternative treatment that will enable a
drug addict to be cured. The most humane form of treatment is
that of giving progressively, diminishing doses of morphine,
Two to three weeks should be allowed for this reduction treat-
ment. The advantages of this method are the absence or great
diminution of severe suffering and its safety as regards collapse
and danger to life,

In my study of the treatment of drug addiction no substances
have so far been found that may be called specific cures for
drug addiction. The utilization of depressants on the brain
and nervous system are ineffective and not practical as a sub-
stitute for opium derivatives and should be disregarded by
everyone who treats drug addicts.

The most important consideration following elimination of
the use of opium and its derivatives, cocaine and its alkaloids,
is the rehabilitation treatment, which consists in putting the
drug addict upon the farm close to nature, encouraged by sym-
pathetic attendants, who will help him climb the ladder of life
once again and return to society as a useful member; in other
words, to end his being a continued expense and even a menace
to the city, and make him a self-supporting productive citizen.
To secure such a result it must be assured that the addict has
learned a trade or line of work through which he may be self-
supporting ; that a position be found for him when he is pre-
pared; that his progress for a number of years be supervised
and checked up through some form of parole; and finally that
he be brought to a state of mind whereby he becomes coopera-
tive and honestly desires to be permanently free of his habit.

To help the treatment of drug addiction we must get govern-
ment cooperation, and through conventions the civilized nations
of the world must get together and find a treatment that will
permanently cure and eradicate the drug evil throughout the
world. [Applause.]

Every proponent of the prineiple of prohibition is pleading
for laws and regulations that will bring about State enforce-
ment of the dry law.

If there ever was humane legislation that is necessary at the
present time it is cooperation from every State of the Union,
through its legislatures, that will help to rigidly enforce the
evils of drug addiction. We have one enforcement agent for the
narcotic law for every 500,000 citizens of the United States.
We have 200 men who are asked to enforce the narcotic laws
amongst 120,000,000 people in the United States. The total
amount of money spent for enforcement because of drug addic-
tion in this Nation is the sum of $1,600,000, How much better
and greater would it be if we would take away some of the
$36,000,000 appropriated for prohibition, which is unenforeible,
and utilize part of it to enforce a law that the citizenship of
our Nation is praying and hoping will be rigidly enforced.
[Applause.]

Three tons of opium and its derivatives are necessary to look
after the medical and the scientific requirements of the whole
world. One ton of opium and its derivatives is all that is needed
to look after all the people of North America and South America
for mediecinal and scientific purposes. And still almost 200 tons
were smuggled into the United States during the last year,
85 per cent of which comes through the harbor of the ecity of
New York.

From that port it is distributed to the large dealers who sell
and ship only to trusted dealers in other cities, who in turn dis-
tribute to the smaller peddlers.

In the United States there are only 4 factories manufac-
turing derivative nareotic drugs, while in 5 countries of Europe,
such as England, France, Germany, Holland, and Switzerland,
there are 50 factories that are turning out opium and its deriva-
tive drugs to dope and drug the innocent peoples of the world.
An ounce of morphine sells in Europe for 50 cents. By the
time it is smuggled Into our country it sells for $150 an ounce.
What tremendous profit is made by these unserupulous vendors
who live upon the shame, degradation, and weaknesses of the
men and women of our country. [Applause.]
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Under the able supervision of United States District Attor-
ney Charles H. Tuttle and his chief assistants, George Mintzer
and Mr. Blake, 98 per cent of the cases tried of those who
peddled and sold these drugs were convicted and sentenced to
prison for long terms. On June 30, 1929, of some 10,000 Federal
penitentiary prisoners, the number convicted under the Federal
drug act was 2,731, the greatest number convicted of felony
under one act of Congress.

The consumption per capita of opium and its derivatives is
2 grains in England, 3 grains in Germany, 8 in France, and 8
in the United States.

Switzerland, with a population of 4,000,000 people, manufac-
tured 23 tons of morphine and heroin last year. It manufac-
tured 2 pounds of heroin for its own people and manufactured
2 tons of heroin to be sent into France every year,

Why do people become drug addicts? To my mind they be-
come addicted to drugs because they can not keep battling along
in the struggle for existence in this cruel world of reality, so

they run away and flee into a new world, called the imagina-

tive world there to live in peace, in harmony, and tranquility,
and realize every aim and sentiment and ambition that they
know in this world.

In running away from the world of reality to the imaginative
world they have to cross four bridges, which lead them from
the world of struggle into the world of fancy. These four
bridges are called the opium bridge, the cocaine bridge, the
heroin bridge, and the morphine bridge.

When they have completed their existence in this transient
world of fantasy they return unfortunately back across four

different bridges: First, the bridge of sighs; second, the bridge
of humiliation; third, the bridge of degradation; and fourth,
the bridge of sorrow. Back to the world of reality where the
struggle for a fresh dosage of opiates begins.

When the Koran forbade its followers all forms of alcoholie -

beverages and indulgences, the Mohammedans found in opium
a welcome substitute, and to-day the same deadly substitution
is taking place not in Islam, not amongst the Mohammedans, but
here in the United States of America, where prohibition has
driven these psychopathic constitutional inferior types who fear
to drink liguor because it may be poisoned, into the ranks of
addicts who use these drugs to bring them from the world of
reality into a world of imagination, so that we have the pitiful
spectacle of having four times the amount of drug addicts after
prohibition than we had prior to prohibition.

Of all the substitutes for strong drink none so quickly and so
thoroughly destroy the body, stupefy the mind, and stultify the
moral nature as opium and its derivatives, which debauches and

undermines the moral fiber and destroys the economic efficiency |

of its victims, until the addict becomes more a devil than a
man.

Various reputable authorities of this subject throughout the
country estimate its devotees from 1,000,000 to 2,000,000. The
United States is using thirty-five times as much morphine as
is required for the legitimate medical purposes. Most of these
drugs come in through smuggling.

Immediately after prohibition went into effect 850,000 pounds
of crude opium, enough to produce 35 tons of morphine, were
imported into the United States. Omne ton is enough to supply
the medicinal needs of North and South America.

The combined population of Germany, France, and Italy is
140,000,000. The United States has a population of 120,000,000,

Yet we imported ten times more erude opium than these three -

countries put together.

For over a century China, bound and helpless in the clutches
of the opium habit, made spasmodic but futile attempts to break
her chains and free her helpless people from an evil which
destroyed their physical stamina, weakened their mental fiber,
and ruined their economic efficiency. Edicts and severe penal-
ties against the importation, sale, and use of opium seemed to
have had little effect. The importation increased from 200
chests of opium in 1728 to 4,000 in 1790 and to 70,000 in 1858,

The opium came from India and the increase in importation
corresponds with the British occupation of India and the monop-
oly of the East India Co. The Emperor Young Chen, who ruled
China between the years 1750 and 1780, placed an embargo upon
the importation of the poppy from India, because it was destroy-
ing the mental and physical fiber of the Chinese people, who
were being exploited and commercialized by the British for
the benefit of the East India Co. After his death, Engiand
compelled China to lift this embargo so that from the year 1790
the importation of the poppy increased from 4,000 cases to al-
most 70,000 eases in 1839. As Hngland would listen to no ap-
peals or protests, the Emperor of China finally ordered some
20,000 chests stored on ships near Canton to be destroyed.
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This was in 1839 and the cause of the first so-called opium
war, which resulted In defeat and loss for China. England teok
the island of Hong Kong and $21,000,000 indemnity, of which
$6,000,000 went to the British merchants as payment for the de-
stroyed opium. In addition five Chinese ports became treaty
ports—open doors for trade in general and opium in particular.
Fifteen years later came the second opium war waged by Great

jritain, which opened up flve more trade ports and exacted a
second indemnity of $3,000,000 from China.

These wars must be regarded as unjust and immoral because
they originated in a desire to force upon a helpless people a
traffic lucrative to Great Britain.

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen, listen to what that dis-
tingunished Premier of Great Britain said about the opium wars
waged by England against innocent and defenseless China. Re-
garding this war, Gladstone said:

A war more unjust in its origin, a war more calculated to cover
Great Britain with permanent disgrace, I do not know and bave not
read of. The British flag is holsted to protect ga infamous traffic;
and if it was never hoisted, except as it is now holsted on the coast
of China, we should recoil from its gight with horror,

Such were the sentiment’s of England's foremost Premier,
Gladstone.

Thus, with the opium trade forced upon her, China, about
1860, decided to share in the profits which so evidently made
opium a worth-while trade and began to grow the poppy her-
self. This was a turning point in the national life of China.
She gave up the struggle to free her people from a degrading
habit and relinquished whole provinces to the growth of opium
instead of wheat and other necessities of life.

In 1906, when 60,000,000 of the Chinese people had become
drog addicts, the last great campaign against poppy growing
and for the total eradication of the opium habit was begun.
The cooperation of Great Britain was sought to restrict im-
portation from India, as lacking this restriction nothing counld
be accomplished. A 10-year agreement was made in 1907 by
which Great Britain promised to restrict the importation of
Indian opium into China 10 per cent for each year of the 10
years, provided China curtailed the growth of the poppy in the
same ratio. The unexpected and almost incredible happened.
China conducted the fight with vigor, offenders were very se-
verely punished, and by 1917 China proved to the world that
she was practically free from the native-grown drug. [Ap-
plause.]

There are few instances in history where such a sweeping
reform was carried through so rapidly and so thoroughly. For-
eign importation also virtually ceased. China, however, is not
free from the opium curse, though the China market is elosed to
the drug, because China has no control over the territorial hold-
ings of European powers. Opium may be bought freely in all
foreign concessions. In Shanghai and Hong Kong, for instance,
by crossing an imaginary line from the native to the foreign
controlled eity, the Chinese may buy as much opium as they
wish.

The revenues to the British Government for ome year were
nearly $32,000,000 net from this “ monopoly.” Turkey and
Persia, next to India, are the two greatest opinm-producing
countries in the world. Since the war both of these countries
are to a great extent under British control, which gives Eng-
land almost absolute control of the world’s opium—owners of a
true monopoly of opium.

As we study the statisties of these and other countries of the
Far East and realize that the use of habit-forming drugs is
constantly increasing, in most if not all cases protected and
fostered by alien governments for treasury revenue, the menace
of this monstrous evil not to the Far East alene but to the entire
civilized world becomes a melancholy certainty.

Only two countries of the Far East are free from the govern-
ment-encouraged traffic. One, Japan, the only oriental nation
never dominated by a European power, has no opium shops and
protects 1ts people from the dangers of opium by strict laws.
The other is our own subject colony of the Philippines, which is
protected as carefully as United States law can do it. [Ap-
plause.] The fact seems to be that the British Government is
responsible for the large guantities of opinm flooding the world
to-day. The cultivation of the poppy is fostered by the gov-
ernment, manafactured into opium in the government factory
and into morphine by British firms in London and Edinburgh,
and sent out into the world through trade channels, illegal and
otherwise.

Attempts have been made from time to time to curb this
growing evil. In 1909 President Roosevelt called an interna-
tional opium commission, attended by the United States because
of our interest in the Philippines, assembled at Shanghai. At
that meeting, under the leadership of the delegates from this
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country, the question was studied for the first time in the his-
tory of the world from the viewpoint of every country repre-
sented and suggestions offered for its ultimate solution to
emancipate the drug slaves of the world, [Applause.]

Following the close of the meeting the United States sug-
gested that a conference be held at The Hague, composed of
delegates having full official power to provide a way to end the
habit-forming drug trafiic. The first Hague conference met on
December 1, 1911, ealled by that genial, lovable, and gracious
President, William Howard Taft, for whom the whole country
is offering up a prayer that the Almighty God may restore to
health and return him back as a useful member to his family
and our great Republic. [Applause.]

After three months' discussion the conflicting interests of the
nations assembled were brought into conformity and a con-
vention was designed to wipe out the evil features of the drug
traffic. This International Opium Convention, as it was called,
was signed by the representatives of the 12 powers which had
formulated it January 23, 1912, but was not to be ratified by
the contracting parties until it had received the signatures of
the other nations of the world.

In 1913 a second conference was called, at which 34 nations
were represented, and all except Great Britain and Germany
agreed to sign it at once. In June, 1914, a third conference
took place at The Hague, where the representatives of all the
powers of the world except Turkey and Serbia solemnly agreed
:tﬁ plus;;lihe International Opium Convention into effect December

The convention laid down new principles of international
commercial law for the stopping of any obnoxious commodity
in international commerce. Rach government, including our
own, has remodeled its legislation somewhat to conform to the
convention requirements. Dr. Hamilton Wright, in 1915, said
that our Government had made most drastic changes. But still
the production, sale, and use of the drugs goes merrily on and
the world seems indifferent. We try to protect our own citizens,
and yet allow enough morphine and opium to be shipped from
Seattle in five months to giye a dose to each of the 400,000,000
men, women, and children of China.

Japan protects its own people by ecareful laws, but allows
smuggling, which debases and demoralizes millions of Chinese,
to go on under governmental protection. Great Britain protects
and fosters a traffic which sent in 1916 from English factories
16 tons of morphia to the helpless people of the Far Hast.

Now the evil is at our very door, nay, more, has entered our
door, threatening the welfare of our young men and women by
the thousands. The number of drug addicts in New York City
alone has been estimated at from 10,000 to 100,000.

The Harrison Narcotic Act, a Federal law enforced by the
Internal Revenue Department, has attempted to “regulate ” this
condition by providing that every pound of opium or its deriva-
tives that comes into this country legitimately must be accounted
for, and its distribution, both wholesale and retail, accurately
recorded. Drug stores can sell narcotic drugs only on a physi-
cian’s order or prescription; the prescriptions are kept on file
and the amount sold must tally with the amount called for, as
well as with the amount obtained from the wholesaler,

Prescriptions are written in triplicate—one for the physician
himself, one for the druggist, and one for the health department.
If he prescribes for a drug addict, his preseriptions must show
a dally diminution of the dosage. These records are to be open
for inspection at any time. Violations on the part of the physi-
cians, or druggists, or wholesale houses, may be easily detected.
At one time it was thought that physicians were often respon-
sible for the drug habit, but this has not been proved. The total
number of doetors, dentists, veterinary surgeons, and pharma-
cists who are registered to use opium and its derivatives
amounted last year to 349,000. Of this number only 149 were
arrested and convicted for violation of the Harrison Narcotic
Act, less than one one-hundredth of 1 per cent. To-day drug ad-
diction is due mainly to two causes: One, overproduction ; and the
other, due to smuggling of narcoties, mainly manufactured in
England, France, and Switzerland, and from there to all nations
of the world,

Great Britain has established an opium monopoly, which en-
courages poppy growing even to the extent of lending money
without interest to those who are willing to cultivate the plant,
and then once a month sells it to the highest bidders, who find
a market how and where they can, so that England to-day has
unefficial agents throughout the world drugging poor and unsus-
pecting vietims.

So I make the unqualified charge upon the floor of this House
that England, one of the greatest civilized nations of the world,
a nation for whose integrity, scholarship, and humanitarianism
I entertain the highest possible esteem and regard, that this

wonderful nation to-day has an almost exclusive monopoly in
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the growth of the poppy seed, which grows mainly in India,
found in Persia, Asiatic Turkey, which England influences, and
Egypt, which she controls. The growth and production of the
poppy is absolutely in the hands of the British Government.
Through these possessions under the direct ownership and super-
vision of Great Britain, the crude poppy is sent chiefly to phar-
maceutical laboratories in England and Scotland, where most of
the opium and its derivatives are sent to all parts of the world
to drug innocent and unsuspecting citizens throughout the world.

To my mind one of the greatest authorities in the world on
the subject of drug addiction and the narcotic evil, is our dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Hon.
StepHEN G. PorTER. [Applause.] But yesterday, the American
Medical Association, the County Medical Society, the American
College of Surgeons, the Academy of Medicine, the Medical Alli-
ance, and the Eastern Medical Society, that number in their
membership almost 200,000 doctors of our Nation, were arrayed
against the Porter bill. It was my good fortune to go into
conference with Mr. PorTER 24 hours ago, in conjunction with
the representatives of the American Medical Association and
other medieal societies. Through his genial and sympathetic
cooperation, we have managed to iron out the misunderstanding
of his bill in relation to the doctors of our country. The bill
as now amended meets with the cordial approval of the leading
medical societies of our Nation, so I want to pay the tribute of
my respect by placing the wreath of my affection about his
head and the tribute of my love and regard at his feet, and say
no finer man ever graced the Halls of Congress than the dis-
tinguished gentleman who has the honor to be the chairman of
the great Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Repre-
sentatives. [Applause.] :

As the chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee Mr.
Porter has served our Nation loyally, faithfully, conscien-
tiously, and intelligently. As the representative of onr Goy-
ernment at the Geneva conference he, to my mind, symbolized
the ideal representative amongst all the Nations of the world
when he fought heroically and courageously once and for all to
blot out and eradicate the great evil of drug addiction.

First and foremost, Mr. PoRTeEr urged the absolute necessity
of limiting the produetion of the poppy in all poppy-growing
countries of Asia. Second, he fought a wvaliant battle and
courageously represented the best traditions of our country
when he contended that next to limitation of the growth of
the poppy is to limit the manufacture of opium and its deriva-
tives and the cocoa and its alkaloids, only to meet the medical
and scientific demands of the world. [Applause.]

When some of the foreign nations, like England, France, and
Switzerland, refused to meet him honorably on the plane of
justice, like Pinckney, who said to the French Directory, “ Mil-
lions for defense, but not one cent for tribute,” he ecarried the
banner of the Government and the Congress of the United
States high and aloft and retired as representative of our
Government from that conference rather than compromise a
prineciple that would emancipate the slaves of drugs and bring
peace and contentment to the homes of millions. [Applause.]
There again our Nation and history will applaud his conduect.
One day a grateful people will erect a monument to commemo-
rate his devoted service to his fellow man in leading the moral
forces of the world against the curse of opium.

You can not compromise a principle. You ean not have one
law of opium for the nations of the east and another law of
opium for the nations of the west. Drug addietion is universal.
It is everywhere. That is why we demand an international
convention to be called, preferably by President Hoover, in the
city of Washington in 1931, and invite all the representatives
of the world to be present and under the fearless, able, and
courageous leadership of Congressman PorTer [applause] repre-
senting the ideals and traditions of our people, and the honest
people of the world who want to be cured of this terrible
tragedy.

We can then focus the public opinion and the attention of the
world upon England, France, and Switzeriand, the nations that
are manufacturing and elaborating and developing more mor-
phine than has ever been made in the history of the world, and
that is drugging innocent people who are being offered up on
the shrine of Mammon and the altar of opium and its de-
rivatives. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the House, the time for
commercializing the lifeblood and flesh of human beings should
be relegated to the age of barbarism. [Applause.] In this
twentieth century of ecivilization, when disarmament confer-
ences are being held to benefit mankind, the time has come when
the United States, as the greatest ecivilized Nation of the
world, should call a halt to a monopoly which one nation enjoys
in poppy growing, while two other nations are drugging the
world for monetary gains. [Applause.]
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In the name of humanity, in the name of decency and right-
eousness, let us say to any nations of the world who exploit the
weaknesses of human beings through drug addiction that just
as we are sinking battleships to make the world safe from war,
s0 the time has come when we must destroy at least three-
fourths of all the pharmaceutical drug houses operated through-
out the five nations, that manufacture opium and its deriva-
tives, and only allow to remain half a d®zen of these institu-
tions, owned, operated, and controlled internationally, where
every nation is allotted a laboratory, to see that only that
amount of opium and its derivatives are manufactured that are
necessary to look after the medical and scientific needs of the
civilized world. [Applause.]

That is why I am pleading for an international board com-

posed of representatives of all manufacturing nations to rigidly -

control under governmental supervision the production and
manufacture of opium and its derivatives. [Applause.] The
control should be so careful and exact that every particle of
the drug could be traced back by steps to the State-controlled
factory. No laboratories should be allowed to any country
whose antinarcotic laws do not guarantee the proper use of
the drug. The magnificent and fertile lands of India, Persia,
Asiatic Turkey, and Egypt should grow and flourish with wheat
and other natural productions of nature, to feed the emaciated,
hungry, starving millions of unfortunate citizens of the poppy-
crazed people of the east. [Applause.] As their drugged
minds will clear up and the organs of their bodies vibrate with
renewed human energy and enthusiasm, their economical de-
velopment will be enhanced and, having a healthy mind in a
sound body, will bring national prosperity to lands that were
formerly filled with penury, hunger, and want. [Applause.]

Let the United States lead in the vanguard of those who are
willing to give of their to-day that others may have their to-
morrow. Let our country that has always stood for idealism
and for progress, continue to battle against the drug capitalists,
who have made the world unsafe for humanity to live in. Then
when we have accomplished our purpose, and have wheat fields
growing upon the trail of the poppy, and have freed the world
from pharmaceutical laboratories that would destroy the moral,
mental, and physical fabric of unfortunate men and women,
the curse of the east will have been removed and the menace
to the civilization and progress of the west will no longer
exist. Then only will we be enabled to fulfill the great im-
mortal golden sentiment of the Savior, “ Do not do unto others
that which you do not want others to do unto you.” And the
great commandment to “ Love thy neighbor as thyself " will be
a reality instead of a dream and ah abstraction. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I have brought here before
¥you a collection or an exhibition of opium and its derivatives to
show yon what is going on in this the twentieth century of
so-called civilization.

Here [indicating] is a Holy Bible placed in a hotel by the
Gideons. When it was opened it contained in ifs center, mor-
phine and cocaine outfit and the hypodermic needles.

Here [indicating] are more books. This one is called “ The
Outlook.” I hope that after my speech the future outlook will
be better than the past has been. Here are morphine, cocaine,
opium, and heroin contained in its center, where pages have been
removed and cut out.

Here, ladies and gentlemen, is a box of candy containing
opium, morphine, cocaine, and heroin and coated with chocolate.
Here are caramels containing opium, morphine, cocaine, and
heroin, colored with chocolate and other dyes. Here is soap,
and in the center of it is opium, morphine, cocaine, and heroin,
Nobody in the world would suspect it.

Here is a piece of paper that has been “ doped” with mor-
phine, It was sent to a prisoner in one of our prisons. It is a
piece of paper with a letter written on it and before it was sent
to the prisoner it was put into a glass of water that had been
saturated with morphine. In medicine when you take mor-
phine and put it in water where it can no longer dissolve, we
call that a saturated solution. This paper was dipped in this
solution for one day and then allowed to dry. A message was
written on it to the convict. Daily he would dissolve pieces of
this paper in water, which would supply him with morphine,
In medicine this solution contains the largest percentage of
morphine. It is ealled “Magendies solution.”

Here is the case of a woman who is supposed to have sent
the picture of her son to her friend in prison. Here is the
beautiful picture, but in the back of it, ladies and gentlemen,
there is enough morphine and cocaine to keep him going for at
least three months. ;

Here are shoes where the heel is filled with opium, morphine,
cocaine, and heroin. Look at these magazines and other papers
of every conceivable nature filled with opiates. Here are
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trousers sent in to a prison, and on the buttons there is opium
and morphine which he can take out and smoke and use.

Behold, these dresses and other wearing apparel that are
loaded with opiates and its derivatives that are smuggled into
our country. These various things contain thousands of dollars
of opium, and when you put this on [indicating] and put your
coat over it, how can you detect it?

Here is morphine Soncealed in the panels of a wall and here
is a scale hidden in the panels which measures it at the same
time. The most difficult thing in the world is to detect smuggled
opium and its derivatives.

Yet the per capita utilization of drugs in the United States
is no greater than that of Europe. They have as many addicts
in England as we have in the United States, but we have thé
finest laws upon the statute books of our country, better than
those of any civilized nations of the world. [Applause.]

Here are so-called cigarettes, but you open them up and they
are nothing but opium and morphine. Here are the various
smoking preparations. This, Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentle-
men, represents the smoking opium. Whenever you smoke the
oplum the smoke that goes through here [indicating], just
like the dirt that may collect inside a chimney, contains from
9 to 11 per cent morphine. So this is scraped off and this
[indicating] is the product. It is called yen shee, the by-
product of smoking opium, taken from the inside of the smok-
ing opium pipe, containing 10 or 11 per cent of morphine.

To show you what you can do with rehabilitation if you
are kind and generous to these men we have in the peniten-
tiary, here is a piece of work [indicating] that was done by
one of the drug addicts who was put in prison.

It is not right for any nation of the earth to put a drug
addict in prison. A man or woman who suffers from drug ad-
diction suffers from a disease. The moment you take this drug
waddict and put him in a prison you are contaminating him
with eriminal influence and eriminal tendency. The drug ad-
dict by nature is a coward and the only thing that stimulates
his mentality is heroin or morphine, which encourages him to
go out and under its influence to commit any crime in the
world.

It is not the underworld alone that wutilizes opium and its
derivatives. It is found in the upper strata just the same as
it is found in the lower strata, and so, when we are legislating
and calling an international convention to do justice and
righteousness to those who have fallen by the wayside as un-
fortunate victims of life, we are trying to do something that
will better the civilization of our day.

And so, Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the House,
without any further ado I will be glad to answer any questions
any gentleman desires to ask. [Applause,]

Mr, WILLIAMSON, A little while ago the gentleman alluded
to these factories that produced these drugs. Is it possible to
manufacture opium by an ordinary individual, or does it have
to go through a cerfain process?

Mr. SIROVICH. If the gentleman had been present when I
began he would have his answer. I explained everything from
the beginning.

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I was not present.

Mr. SIROVICH. For the gentleman’s benefit I will say that
here is a poppy as it grows. If you break the poppy it has
seeds in it, white and black., If it bas white seeds it is the
white poppy and if it has black seeds it is the black poppy.
They have no narcotiec properties whatever. They are only used
for cakes, pies, bread, and so forth; but if you cut into the
capsule, like when you cut your finger, it exudes a coagulated
material, a milk-white substance, which takes 24 hours to
coagulate. That is crude opium. The crude opium Is sent to
the factories, and these factories cost anywhere from $1,000,000
to $10,000,000 to construct, and they turn the crude opium into
morphine and its derivatives,

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Then it could not be prepared by any
ordinary individual?

Mr. SIROVICH. No; it is not like aleohol that can be manu-
factured in a cheap still, but it takes a factory, costing from
one to ten million dollars, to manufacture crude opinm into mor-
phine and heroin. That is why it would be best to internation-
alize the drug factories of the world in order to produce what is
necessary for scientific and medicinal purposes.

Mr. EDWARDS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SIROVICH. Certainly.

Mr. EDWARDS. We are very much interested in the gentle-
man's able address and hope it will do much good. What does
the gentleman propose to cure or prevent new addicts?

Mr. SIROVICH. I will tell you what to do. If the west
wants a good education on the drung traffic, let it go to Japan
and ste what Japan is doing. Japan owns Korea and Manchuria,
and they have a population of 14,000,000 When Japan took
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possession they found 5,000 drug addiets. What did Japan
do? It took over the poppies and its derivatives, and if you
were a drug addict you had to register under the Japanese
Government. Then they gave you the necessary opium and
morphine cheaper than you could get it when it was smuggled
in, and so it killed the smugglers. They do not allow any new
addicts to be formed, and they reckon that in 10 to 80 years,
when the present drug addicts will have died, there will be no
more as far as Japan is concerned.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In reply to the gentleman from Georgia,
I want to say that we have authorized the construction of two
narcotic farm hospitals, where addicts will be treated as such.

Mr. EDWARDS. They will not go into operation until 1932.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And in the meantime they are sent to
Atlanta.

Mr. SIROVICH. And in that way they are making them
worse,

Mr. PORTER rose,

Mr. SIROVICH. If there is any man in the world that I
would like to yield to, it is the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
We ought to give him a demonstration because the gentleman
has done more to exterminate drug addiction for the benefit of
humanity and for our citizens than any man in the Nation.
[Applause, Members rising.]

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I am indeed grateful to the gen-
tleman from New York for his heartening words of commenda-
tion. I rose to inform the House that two years ago we passed
the narcotic farm bill. It aunthorized the construction ant main-
tenance of narcotic farms, taking the Federal wards from the
Federal institutions and placing them in institutions where they
could receive scientific treatment. The drug addicts are not as
a rule criminals, but usually the vietims of misfortune.

My purpose in rising is this: It must be remembered that we
are pioneers in this field. There is no institution like it in the
world. We have had to move cautiously, but I am happy to
state that we are making rapid progress. I am hopeful that
one of the institutions will he completed within the next two
years, and I know that it will be a happy day for this House
and a happy ‘day for all of us when we can take the 2,000
unfortunate addicts who are now in our penitentiaries and
transfer them to institutions where they will receive proper
care, There is no distinetion between a drug addict and a
lunatie or an idiot or a weak-minded person. They should all
be confined for their own protection and also for the protection
of society; if it is possible to cure them, so much the better.
Whether there is a cure for drug addiction no one knows. The
truth of the matter is that we have never really tried to find
one; but when these narcotic farms are in operation, we can
give the matter a very thorough test.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes,

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman find that
the use of drugs has increased in leaps and bounds under
prohibition?

Mr. SIROVICH. The gentleman from Wisconsin wants to
know if drug addiction has increased since prohibition went into
effect. Many of these drug addicts were accustomed to using
the stimulation that came from alecohol. Aleoholic stimulation
would transform these unfortunate people from the world of
reality into the world of dreams. Since they have been de-
prived of alcohol, and being afraid that the industrial aleohol
which contains poisons is likely to poison them, they have gone
away from alcohol and have utilized drugs in many instances to
accomplish the same purpose,

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. I am very much interested in the state-
ment of the gentleman that the medical profession is coming to
an agreement with Mr. PorTEr on his bill. There has been some
opposition from various sources I understand?

Mr. SIROVICH. I wonld like to correct that for the benefit
of the House. I received protests from the Awrerican College
of Surgeons, from the American Medieal Association, from the
Academy of Medicine, from the County Medical Society, and
other medical societies stating their opposition to certain fea-
tures of Mr. PorTer's bill, but how can anyone oppose the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Porrer] when he is always
willing to sit down as a gentleman should and iron out the
wrinkles. We got together yesterday and we stand united for
the Porter bill. [Applause.]

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes,
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Mr. UNDERHILL. In addition to taking over the various
factories in other countries by international agreement, does
the gentleman’s resolution provide some measure for the pre-
vention of the establishment of new factories?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes; it provides for that, too; and it
further provides that after the intermational tribunal shall
meet and each nation shall put together the amrount of money
necessary to purchase all of these pharmaceutical factories
manufacturing dope, that they shall then determine the medi-
cal and scientific needs of the world in respect to these nar-
coties, and then tear down every pharmaceutical laboratory
throughout the world and leave only behind enough to look
after the medicinal and secientific needs of the world, providing
it leaves one in each country to look after their people in time
of peace or in time of war.

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes.

Mr. QUIN. I understand that there is no cure for these drug
addiets?

Mr. SIROVICH. I did not say that. I said most of them
can not be cured, They are cured for a period of three months
or a year or two years, but there is always a relapse. There
are periods of exacerbation and intermission, and while they
make new resolutions and new promises, yet as the years go
on and months go by these peculiar psychopathic constitutionally
inferior types find themselves under an impelling influence which
compels them to go back, just as the alcohol addict goes back

to a spree.
Mr. QUIN. But there is a temporary cure?
Mr, SIROVICH. There is.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SIROVICH. Yes.

Mr. PERKINS. Can the gentleman inform the House as to
the relationship between the increase of these drug addiets in
gngland, France, and Switzerland, as compared with the United

tates?

Mr. STROVICH. As I stated before, I think we have as many
addiets in our country as England has. I think France,
although it has a smaller population, has more addicts, and
Italy, by the way, has more addicts than the United States.
However, while many Members of the House talk against the
dictatorial powers of Mussolini, the House should be informed
that it was Mussolini’s representative, I think his name was
Cavatzani, who was the one man next to Mr. PorTer who had
the courage to stand up in that League of Nations' conference
and tell England and France and Switzerland that they were
drugging the people of the world, and that Italy is ready to
back and cooperate with the United States and the other 47
nations of the civilized world to forever abolish the drug slave
from the arena of modern society and civilization. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
New York has expired.

HON. EDMUND WILLTAM SAMUEL

Mr. MAGRADY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for one minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAGRADY. Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I ask your
attention just for one moment so that I may announce the
passing of a former Member of this House, Dr. Edmund William
Samuel, who represented the sixteenth district of Pennsylvania
in the Fifty-ninth Congress. I ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

ADDRESS BY HON. THOMAS A. YON, OF FLORIDA

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing
a patriotic address delivered by Congressman Yo, of Florida,
on February 28 last.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, under the leave
to extend my remarks in the Record I include the following
patriotic address delivered at Seat Pleasant, Md.

MEMORIAL TO WASHINGTON L4
Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I am pleased to speak to you
on this occasion om George Washington as soldier, statesman, and
Mason,
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John Washington, the great-grandfather of George, came to the
Colony of Virginia about 50 years after the settlement of Jamestown
and settled in Westmoreland County. His son, Lawrence, married Mil-
dred Warner, who was the mother of Augustine Washington and to
whose second marriage to Mary Ball was born George, the eldest of
seven. He was destined to be the Father of his Country, and was born
at Wakefleld on February 22, 1732,

His life was spent on the average as of the rest of the well-to-do
colonists’” children of that period. Wkile young, he had a private tutor
and studied the rudiments of the three R's, supplemented by a special
course in surveying. The most significant point in this connection is
that he never did avail himself of the advantages of a classical, sclen-
tific, nor legal education because the urge for action, as you will note,
came too early in his life to permit of these classroom accomplish-
ments ; but he didn’t stop his studies when he left the private teacher,
for he went out into the great open spaces, serving and associating
with all classes of society at an early age in his life, therefore afford-
ing the broadest avenue for the accumulation of knowledge of life's
greatest study, that of human nature. This opportunity he made use
of by a study of peoples from the wildest savage life up through other
intervening strata to the most exclusive of the aristocratic citizenry
of the Colonies—Patrick Henry, who lighted the torch that set off the
explosive for political liberty; Thomas Jefferson, the writer of the
Declaration of Independence; Benjamin Franklin, and a host of others
of that period were men of letters and the law, and, added to these
accomplishments, they had added their store of knowledge of their
observation in many instances of foreign travel which Washington
never did avall himself of as he never left these shores, as history dis-
closes, except in one instance, and that was to accompany his sick
brother, Lawrenee, on a visit to the Barbados for his brother's health.

Therefore he was instinctively and naturally American. In connee-
tion with his studies he never attended West Point nor any other school
of strategy to study the arts of war; but as a leader of men in action,
fighting to defend a declaration that “America should be free and inde
pendent,” his record in this direction answers all critics as to whether
or not he was deficient in the art of military tactics.

When he was 11 years old his father died, leaving over 5,000 acres of
land and much personal property. When he was 14 his half brother,
Lawrence, procured for him an appointment in the British Navy as
midshipman ; but his mother objected, and so he was saved for a greater
purpose, unknown and unthought of at the time.

Lawrence Washington married the daughter of Willinm Fairfax, the
cousin of Lord Fairfax, who owned immense holdings, amounting to a
million or more acres in Virginia, and it was through the friendship of
William Fairfax for his son-in-law, Lawrence Washington, the half
brother of George, that he, George, was employed at the age of 16 as
suryveyor for Lord Fairfax. Through this opportunity afforded by this
occupation for these years, George was enabled to penetrate into the
wilderness fasinesses and become better acquainted with the natives
and their habits, as well as aequainting himself with the trails and
paths that would stand him in good stead in the years to come, both in
the Indian and Revolutionary Wars, to the first of which he attached
himself at the age of 19 as one of the adjutant generals, with the rank
of major, in the Virginia Militia. His military career was interrupted
in 1752, for it was in that year his brother Lawrence died, and he
assumed the management of Mount Vernon,

This he did until the following year, when, om account of the
advance of the French and Indians up the Ohio Valley, even to the
head of the river of that name, the progress being made by them
caused Governor Dinwiddie to send a messenger to warn them; but
the first sent failing, he placed this responmsibility on Washington, and
as to how well he performed his duty in that respect is well known to
most every school boy and girl in this country. Of course, you all
know the immediate results from his report to the governor—the
Braddock campaign and its failure; the rallying of the fleeing men
after the defeat and death of Braddock; the ultimate conquest of
Fort Duguesne, and the final outcome of the French and Indian War
with the fall of Quebec. These are all matters of history, whose pages
chronicle events showing that our hero in his younger years had a promi-
nent part in laying a foundation that would equip him for greater
service to the people of the Colonies, when by acts of Parliament it
undertook to override the liberties of the people. It was Washington
who was called as Commander in Chief of the armies of the Continental
Congress. This duty he accepted and fulfilled with exemplary ability ;
in spite of the lack of funds and because the loosely constructed Con-
federation could provide him with no better, eabals organized against
him, with defeat at seemingly strategical moments, with his ragged and
barefoot soldiers, for instance, at Valley Forge.

Yet he maintained implicit faith in—as Joshua of old, his Jehovah—
patience to the limit, such as never before was known, and yet this
was for a love of liberty and coupled with the fatherly love and
consideration for his men, which, in the end, brought the ullimate
result, the surrender at Yorktown, the ackmowledgment by England of
the right of the Colonies to be free and Independent States, and, in
taking leave of the command, he said:
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“ Having now finished the work assigned to me I retire from the
_great theater of actlon and bidding an affectionate farewell to this
august body under whose orders I bhave long acted, I here offer my com-
mission and take leave of all employments of public life.”

And, with this achieved, Washington again returned to the estate
he loved so well, Mount Vernon, where he thought to pass his remain-
ing years in the management of his vast estates and dispensing the
hospitality with his wife, Martha, whom he had married in 1759, while
ghe was a widow as Martha Custis—but not so—and I will mention
‘that later. Washington, the statesman! Of him, as such, it seems
strange that one who filled the most difficult role of any American
gtatesman, that of being its first President, and that it should be his
responsibility to try out this great experiment, could have set the new
national machinery to work in the manner and with the wonderful
success, such as is evidenced in the growth of this great Nation, of
course, without the usual political turn of mind as was accustomed to
be the practice of those of that day—to study law and go to the legis-
lative assemblies. '

But not so with him. Soon after his marriage in 1759 he was
gelected for the Virginla House of Burgesses and was a regular at-
tendant but a * silent one.” Also, he was one of Virginia's delegates
to the First Continental Congress at Philadelphia in 1774, and even
though, if he was a silent Member at both the Colonial assembly and
the Continental Congresses, yet Patrick Henry admitted him to be as
“ unquestionably the greatest man on the floor" of the Congress.
Therefore, even though the usual school historian tells us lots of the
life of Washington, not much attention is paid to his political life until
he became President, and as such, if time would permit, I could relate
incidents recorded many times which showed he was called on to
equalize the divergent views of the two leaders, Jefferson and Hamil-
ton, on their theories of government. The Democratic-Republican of
one, the Federalist of the other, reserving to the States most of the
functions of government, on the one hand, and a strong centralized
.Federal Government on the other; and at times so bitter were the
antagonisms that the patient, charitable Washington had to display
the indomitable will of leadership and patience as of the years before
in the War of Independence,

Washington as a Mason, was made such—as the Masonic records
show—by being initiated in Fredericksburg Lodge, No. 4, on November
4, 1762. He passed as a felloweraft on March 3, 17563, and was raised
to the sublime degree of a Master Mason on August 4, 1753. He was
made an honorary member of the Alexandria Lodge, No. 30, on June 24,
1784, which was originally chartered under Grand Lodge of Penn-
sylvania.

In 1788 this lodge became Alexandria, No. 22, under jurisdiction of
Grand Lodge of Virginia. He became charter master of this lodgze April
28, 1788, and was unanimously selected master on December 30, 1788,
He was inaugurated President om April 30, 1789, taking the oath of
office on a Bible furnished by Bt. John's Lodge, No. 1, New York. He
was acting grand master of ceremonies, and as such laid the corner-
stone for the United States Capitol on September 18, 1793. He was
buried masonically at Mount Vernon on December 18, 1799, by Alex-
andria Lodge, No. 22, which became the Alexandria-Washington Lodge
in 1805, The above dates and places chronlele the outstanding incidents
relative to the initiation, passing, raising, and service of George Wash-
ington in Masonry; but the mere mention of dates nor any particular
incident can speak in terms of Washington as a Mason,

We follow him from his comfortable estate, Mount Vernon, so
pleasantly situated, overlooking the Pdtomae, to the first sessions of
the Continental Congress, from which he accepted without mental eva-
glon or equivocation, the order to proceed to Cambridge, Mass., to take
command as chief of the armies of the Continental Congress. Throughout
the War for Independence he conducted himself as a man and with the
spirit of brotherly consideration for his men, as a Mason should have.
As we are here assembled, let us take conrage that although the clouds
of despair might hover about us, yet history reveals that the same
conditions have hovered about evgryone who has really tried to serve
humanity and country. As we look back, let us observe the past as
having provided us with an example of patriotism in the persons of
men and Masons, if for no other use than that we might profit by their
experiences,

The past, in our lives, is gone. In it, as we reflect, have been many
happy occasions, no doubt; but mingled with these, many things have
bappened that tended to dim or obliterate those happy reflections. No
doubt there has been the loss of loved ones, dearly beloved friends, the
failore of some material undertaking, but in our lives the past is gone
except that possibly we might benefit from the mistakes of the past.

The present is here. Are we satisfled with it? I say we are mnot.
What have we in store? It is the hope and anticipation of the
future. Will we improve i1t? We all hope for that, hope for a better
material existence on this earth, and as the years go by and the
allotted time to man on this terrestrial ball has come to its end, there
is still a hope in the breast of nearly all mankind—the hope of the
hereafter. But Masons should always endeavor to so live that when
the last fleeting breath is leaving this mortal clay and the immortal
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soul i8 returning to the spirit land, and as friends kindly consign
this “ dust to dust and ashes to ashes,"” none will say other than that
he lived not a life so great nor so outstanding as the man whose
memory we are honoring on this occasion, the great soldier, statesman,
and Mason, Washington, yet he trled to serve humanity as the op-
portunity came to him and will be remembered not for the evil he did
but for the service he rendered mankind.

Now, in closing 1 will add that as the bicentennial celebration of the
birth of Washington is being planned for two years hence as a national
manifestation in honor of his memory for the great services he ren-
dered, it is to be hoped that for Masons the magnificent National
Memorial Masonic Temple on the hill overlooking his home town,
Alexandria, and the seat of the Government he helped to create, might be
completed and be a mecca for thousands, aye millions, of loyal Masons
to visit in that year and forever hereafter for succeeding generations,

RESOLUTIONS BY THE COEN BELT CONFEDERATION

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp to include resolutions adopted
by the Corn Belt Confederation, representing a million Missis-
sippi Valley farmers,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated in his request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, on Monday, February 24, the
Corn Belt Confederation, comprising officials of Mississippi
Valley farm organizations, convened at Des Moines, Iowa.

The organizations represented and their official delegates
included :

Migsourl Farm Assoclation, Willlam Hirth, F. B. Young.
Farmers' Union, Northwest Division, A. W. Ricker,
Kansas Farmers' Union, C. E, Huff.

Kansas Farm Buoreau, Ralph Snyder.

Nebraska Farmers' Union, H. G. Keeney, Emil Becker.
Nebraska Farm Bureau, C. B. Steward.

Iowa Farmers' Union, Milo Reno.

Iowa Farm Bureau, Charles E. Hearst.

Illinois Farmers' Union, E. E. Kennedy.

Minnesota Council of Agriculture, T, E. Cashman.
Minnesota Farm Bureau, J. 8., Jones.

North Dakota Farmers' Union, C. C. Talbott.

Oklahoma Farmers' Union, John A, Simpson.

Indiana Farm Bureau, W. H. Settle,

Missouri Farmers' Union, D. D. Kendall.

National Farmers' Union, C. N. Rogers.

Iowa Corn Growers' Association, C. H, Riche=on.

Iowa Threshermen's Association, Ennis Sterner,
Chicago Farmers' Union Live Stock Commission, Albert Fickler.

The federation, representing nearly 1,000,000 fnrmers, unani-
mously adopted the following resolutions: '

We pledge our full and continued support to the agricultural mar-
keting act and its administration.

We commend the Federal Farm Board for the carnest manner is
which it has approached the marketing problems of American agri-
culture.

We belleve that substantial progress has been made and that a num-
ber of fundamental principles have been definitely established In con-
nection with the program for the present and future.

We wish to urge that existing farm organizations be upheld and en-
courfiged to the fullest possible extent. The organizations were instru-
mental in the establishment of our cooperatives and in presenting the
conditions and claims of American agriculture.

It is our opinion that the cooperatives could not long exist withount
the aid and support of the general farm eorganizations in carrying on
legislation and educational programs fo meet the changing conditions
in marketing farm commodities,

The situation in the grain markets has become unbearable and grain
is selling far below the price that the economic conditions of the coun-
try warrant, and since the Farm Board has proceeded to set up a
stabilization corporation for wheat we urge that the corporation pro-
ceed to take whatever steps are necessary in the market to enhance
and stabilize the price of this commodity at once.

We feel that this situation affords practical opportunity to demon-
strate the effectiveness and value of the agricultural marketing act and
its administration.

Present prices are disastrous to producers and cooperatives alike,

Therefore, we strongly urge that the Farm Board use its authority
to secure immediate action on the part of the grain stabilization cor-
poration to overcome this rulnous market condition.

We%hope that the Farm Board will not stop short in bringing about
equality for agriculture which was pledged to the farmers of the
Nation during the last presidential election, and that it believes this
goal will be much easier of achievement if farmers will become mem-
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ibers of the various helpful and constructive farm organizations and
|cooperatives which are in existence at this time and which have ren-
ldered such splendid service. :

It is the sense of this meeting that in setting up the national sales
agencies for any commodity the Farm Board ghould use every care
to so establish them as to provide equal place and opportunity to all
existing cooperative groups dealing in that commodity.

We believe that to designate any one such cooperative ageney as the
national sales agency for the commodity will Inevitably lead to oppo-
sition and bitterness, and that such a thing should in no case be done.

A PROPOSED BOLUTION OF THE FOREST PROBLEM

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks by printing an article on the forestry problem,
written by Ward Shepard, a member of the United States For-
est Service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Montana
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated in his request. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. LEAVITT. A short time ago a prize was offered by an
anonymous donor, who, after the award was made, proved to be
Gifford Pinchot, through the Society of American Foresters,
“for the best essay describing the present forestry situation in
the United States and proposing a nation-wide remedy for its
solution.” I am informed that the purpose in mind was to
stimulate the study of the national problem of forestry and to
bring out constructive suggestions for meeting it in an effective
way.

The article prepared by Mr. Shepard was awarded this prize.

It was prepared under the condition that all essays submitted
must cover the actual foresiry situation in the United States
to-day; and propose a nation-wide remedy which will, if ap-
plied, solve the problem of a permanent and sufficient supply of
forest produets, and secure other benefits of forests essential
to the public welfare; will be applicable in actual practice; and
can be applied in time to meet the Nation's needs.

It has occurred to me, Mr. Speaker, that this essay should
be made available to all of the Members of Congress and others
who are sincerely interested in this important problem. It was
printed in the February number of the Journal of Forestry.
I have omitted one brief paragraph which refers to a diagram
which ean not be included in the REcorp.

The article is as follows:

CooPERATIVE CONTROL—A PrOPOSED BOLUTION OF THE FOREST PROBLEM
By Ward Shepard
BUMMARY

Destructive forest exploitation not only takes the ripe timber (which
is, of course, legitimate); but it wholly or largely destroys young
growth, seed trees, and residual timber, either by the logging proceses
or by intentional or careless fires that inevitably accompany such
exploitation. Thus the once vigorous forest is broken and degraded.
Publicists, foresters, legislators, and progressive forest owners have
struggled with the forest problem for many years. Space forbids even
brief mention of their distingulshed achievements, especially in public
forestry, research, and fire control. Yet all competent observers know
that destructive logging is almost universal in our private forests, even
those of the largest and richest corporations; that deforestation is pro-
ceeding on a scale unparalleled In history; and that no serious effort
is being made to Improve the practices responsible for this disastrous
dissipation of our forest resources.

(2) A Federal forest loan board and Federal forest banks to fur-
nish long-term loans at reasonable rates to assist in carrying stumpage
reserves, to finance constructive forestry, and to help finance the pur-
chase and development of publie forests.

To reenforce cooperative control and safeguard public interest against
failure of cooperative effort, a treaty with Canada is proposed provid-
ing for joint measures to prevent deforestation and followed by an
enforcement act giving the foresiry boards authority to work out
local methods to assure reforestation.

The plan proposed is based on full, democratic, localized participa-
tion by forest industries in working out reasonable reforms. Lack of
space prevents detailed consideration of the specific quantitative ob-
jectives to be worked toward and the presentation therefore emphasizes
the functional orgenization of the proposed plan. The present stale-
mate can be brokem only by creating dynamic instrumentalities of
action.

I have assumed that abundant forests of high gquality will be de-
manded by America, because renunciation is not the philosophy of a
creative civilization. I have assumed also that the Nation will be ready
to pay for a system that will assure them. There is no more reason
for * shoestring " financing of the vast forest enterprise than there is
of the farm relief or flood control enterprises. The great need is for
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a grand strategy, a national plan, that will unlock and creatively
employ the abundant industrial and professional intelligence, good will,
and energy available for the solution of the forest problem.

THE PROBLEM

The impact of modern industrialism, with its omniverous appetite
for raw materials, caught the forests of America unprepared either
by public safeguards or by private traditions of forest culture to with-
stand the onslaught made against them. Now, greatly reduced in
extent and disastrously impaired in vitality by 75 years of big-scale
lumbering, they face further and unprecedented inroads with wholly
inadequate safeguards. The public forests and a partial system of
forest-fire control have somewhat restricted the fleld of destructive
exploitation ; but essentially in the great bulk of our forests lumbering
has remained unchanged except that mechanization and intensive utili-
zation have made exploitation more_severe,

Not one group but the entire Nation is responsible for forest de-
struction ; it has grown out of a faulty public-land policy and of our
national attitude toward natural resources. The solution is therefore
a national responsibility, in which the public must take the lead and
bear the brunt of the cost. In this discussion the facts of forest
destruction are presented frankly, not with any thought of individual
blame but because the facts must be faced if a solution is to be found

Fifty years of forestry have shown notable advances in forest com-
servation. Nevertheless three-fourths of our forests are still being han-
died by destroetive methods of exploitation. Without implying the
feasibility of nation-wide intensive silviculture, the fact of immediate
importance is that at the minimum, logging methods can and should be
improved to the point of assuring forest perpetuation during the transi-
tional period of industrial readjustment, shifting ownership, and exten-
sive nationalization. Beyond that is a large field for aggressively
promoting big-seale industrial forestry.

The present forest situation demands that improved forest practices
be actively worked out by public agencies and forest owners and indns-
tries jointly. Except for fire protection, practically no effort is being
made for such a direct planwise attack. The plan now proposed is based
on active cooperative control, coupled with direct public control whera
cooperation fails to protect the public interest,

The first need to this end is to create definite instrumentalities for
cooperative control, as follows:

(1) Federal, regional, and (where needed) county cooperative forestry
boards, which in cooperation with regional and local assoclations of forest
owners and producers (a) would work out better forest practices and (b)
with congressional sanction, would eontrol prodiction. The boards
would promote and coordinate Federal, regional, interstate, and State
forestry programs and legislation, and would strengthen planwise, na-
tion-wide leadership.

Stripped of ambiguity, the forest problem, in its immediate aspects,
is concerned with remedying the worst phases of destructive exploitation
on some 350,000,000 acres, three-fourths of our entire forest area, and
much the choicest part of it. In its ultimate aspects it will no doubt
involve extensive nationalization and important industrial readjust-
ments, but during this necessarily slow process forests must be kept in
reasonably productive condition. We are not now concerned with In-
tricate silviculture or ideal sustained yield forestry, but with tliose
elementary steps needed to preserve forests from annihilation.

Analysis of the present instrumentalities of forestry reveals several
weaknesses : The slowing down of the original impetus for forest con-
servation ; inadequate forestry efforts by the States, in spite of heroie
efforts by forestry and other agencies; and lack of adequate machinery
for aggressive cooperative planning. T'ublic forestry agencles are pretty
fully occupied with their assigned tasks, and forest industries and own-
ers are not sufficiently organized for public cooperation., The weakness
of the forestry machinery is evidenced by the spasmodie, intermittent,
and plecemeal character of the forestry movement. There is need of a
grand strategy, a continental plan, a dynamic integration of all available
means to the great end of rehabilitating our forests and forest in-
dustries.

COOPERATIVE CONTROL

The first step in the solution now proposed, therefore demands the
creation of specific instrumentalities for cooperative control of forest
exploitation and of overproduction and the financial strengthening of
the forest industries. The progress made in fire control and in better
utilization through cooperation between Government and industry indi-
cates that the time is ripe for extension of Joint effort to all phasea
of the forest problem. -

The proposed plan is direct and definitive—i. ¢., it proposes an im-
mediate pooling of the abundant good-will, knowledge, and skill avail-
able in industry and government by ecreating permanent cooperative
agencles to set in motion the things that can be done loecally and na-
tionally. It proposes to develop the full possibilities of cooperation and
it defines * cooperation ™ literally as “ working together " in what Mr.
Hoover has called the “ difficult technology of conservation,” rather than
a8 a nebulons state of mind. It takes for granted that most foresi
owners are good citizens and are willing to collaborate. It assumes
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that the Government s willing to adopt a poliey of mastery and that
the present moment is singularly propitious in great leadership and
great action,

COOPERATIVE FORESTRY BOARDS

As the basic step for cooperative control, I propose the creation of a
Federal Cooperative Forestry Board, Regional Cooperative Forestry
Boards, and (where needed) county boards, The boards would be
composed of men skilled in the economie, industrial, financial, and silvi-
cultural problems involved. The regional boards, one for each of about
10 principal forest regions, would jointly represent Federal and State
governments and forest industries and would be jointly finaneed.
County boards would be appointed by the State foresters, and would
serve without pay except for expenses.

The Federal board, financed by the Federal Government, would em-
ploy necessary assistants and would call on Federal forestry agencies
for technical advice. The board would promote Federal forest legisla-
tion, regional and State cooperation, stabilization of the lumber indus-
try, creation of a Federal forest bank system, cooperative improvement
of forest practices, and coordination and expansion of Federal and State
forest purchase. It would closely collaborate with the regional boards.

The regional boards would deal with problems common to the whole
region, including concurrent legislation and interstate compacts on
slash disposal, fire patrol, forest taxation, ete.; strengthening and co-
ordinating Federal and State agencies and programs; organizing and
conferring with forest owners and industries for cooperative control;
and promoting educational and extension work. They would have im-
portant functions also in the control of production, as ountlined later.

County boards would promote organized protection, demonstrations,
conferences, and educational work, and would assist In carrying ont
State legislation on fire patrol, slash disposal, ete. Especially they
would assist in organizing local forest owners as responsible agencles
of cooperative control,

The forest boards would provide means for continuous consideration
of forest meeds and for coordinated aggressive planning, national and
local, Through them the forest industries would participate in the
responsibilities and advantages of cooperative control.

STABILIZATION OF THE LUMBER INDUSTRY

Cooperative control however, must not stop with the effort to develop
better woods practices. It must strike also at the twin evils of over-
production and wasteful exploitation, both to conserve existing timber
and to strengthen the industry to the point where it can become a con-
structive agency for forest perpetuation. The Government has every
incentive to undertake this stabilization. From the Immediate social
gtandpoint, it 1s ondesirable to have one of our greatest industries in a
state of chronic ill health, When, in addition, this ill health expresses
itself in permanent forest injury, the public interest demands a cure.
Moreover, the Nation is responsible for the land policy which passed
into private ownership those vast reservoirs of virgin timber which
placed a staggering burden on private capital.

From the industrial standpoint the chief Immediate purpose of con-
trolled production is to assure better and more stable prices for lumber.
At first glance this idea would not be popular; and yet, in prineiple, It
is not unlike public control of railroad rates, which is so exercised as to
assure the railroads a living return.

Control of production is difficnlt to attain becanse of the Intense
individualism and competition of the indusiry and because of the Sher-
man antitrust law. Cooperative control through the forestry boards
previously described offers a solution.

1 propose that (1) Federal legislation be sought permitting agree-
ments between the Government and industry for control of lumber
production coupled with controlled methods of exploitation; (2) that
this control be exercised jointly by the Federal and regional forestry
board in cooperation with regional associations of forest owners and
lumber manufacturers; (3) that the Government organize credit facill-
ties for the forest Industries, partly to assist in carrying the immense
burden of standing timber and partly to promote reinvestment of forest
capital.

In return the regional associations would assist in working out rea-
sonable standards of fire protection, slash disposal, and cutting methods.
To make such standards effective and to assure controlled production,
the regional association would have to represent a substantial propor-
tion of forest ownership. Better credit facilities and control of produc-
tion would give the industry a strong incentive to adopt better logging
gtandards, Control by the boards would prevent abuse of the curtail-
ment privilege. Regional control would be more flexible than national
control.

A system of Federal forest banks would be controlled by a Federal
forest loan board closely affiliated with the Federal cooperative forest
board. Loans on standing timber would be amortized as the timber is
cut. Loans for constructive forestry would be based on the productive
eapacity of the land as evidenced by cultural operations and adequacy of
protection.

Forests handled for continuous yield would offer the best security for
long-term loans; and as regional boards and associations progressively
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improved forest practices, lands meeting high standards would recelve
the best terms in interest rate, length of loans, and appraised valnation.
To afford basic security there must be a far more adequate public fire-
control system.

The Government would not furnish the capital for the banks except
to help start them. The banks would market long-term bonds on indi-
vidual forest mortgages. Public control of the banks, association
guarantee of bond issues, the basic security of forest property itself,
and increasing standards of forest practice would give the safety needed
for an ample flow of capital into forest production. Here again the
principle of cooperative control would richly repay public and industry.

Loans should not be confined to private borrowers, but should be
available to the Federal Government, States, counties, and municipali-
ties for purchase and development of public forests, Public forestry
furnishes absolute secority for long-time Investments. These banks
would help to solve the problem of financing public-forest purchase.

DIRECT PUBLIC CONTROL OF DESTRUCTIVE EXPLOITATION

The foregoing plan for cooperative control would progressively im-
prove forest practices and strengthen the forest industries to grapple
with their economic problems. Ungquestionably great numbers of forest
owners would be willing to collaborate to this end. And yet from the
public standpoint there is meed for more definite safeguards, making
certain elementary standard of forest practice obligatory on forest
owners unwilling to work them out in cooperation with the forestry
boards and associations.

The need and justification for public control grow out of world-wide
struggles against deforestation of private forests, and may be summed
up as follows:

(a) World evidence is against reliance on private initiative for
forest safeguards without a large measure of organized control.
Seventy-five years of forest destruction in the United States reenforce
world experience. It would be idle to deny the grave economic obsta-
cles in the way of private forestry, and the lack of tangible evidence
of any important movement toward private forestry.

(b) European private forestry is largely a survival of fendal family
pride in the permanent culture of landed estates. Modern industrial
forest exploitation has an entirely different motivation, so that Euro-
pean private forestry furnishes no precedent for the evolution of
American forestry.

(¢) Reliance on supply and demand for forest perpetuation is, there-
fore, a dangerous gamble on continental deforestation. It is not enough
that government should merely encourage private forestry; it must,
on the contrary, create definitive safeguards against deforestation.

(d) Forest destruction represents not merely the destruction of
private walues, but the confiscation of basic social ecapital, which
can be replaced only at immense public cost.

(e) Because of this destruction of social capital, public right out-
weighs property right. The assumption that government can not
restriet destructive forest exploitation is an uncritical misinterpre-
tation of the functions of private property. When the unrestricted
use of property becomes a social hindrance the right of public control
is dominant (for widely varying examples consider slavery, liguor
traffie, railroads, urban building codes).

Any plan of public control must carefully protect property rights,
give offsetting advantages, and be adapted to the temper of American
Institutions, It muost be democratic and localized, patient of ob-
stacles and shortcomings. Such a system would not be “ un-Ameriean,”
unless Americanism is defined as the absence of social restraints,

In order to avold constitutional obstacles to Federal exercise of the
police power, I propose that a treaty be negotiated with Canada (and
perhaps also with Mexico) providing for joint action to prevent the
continued destruction of the forests of the North American Con-
tinent. Canada is equally concerned with the United States over
widespread deforestation and equally dependent on the continental
timber supply.

The migratory-bird treaty with Canada gives a precedent, though
dealing with a different problem. Missouri contested the act to enforce
the treaty, and the Bupreme Court In upholding the treaty and act
laid down sweeping principles that are not inapplicable to the forest
problem. It said:

“Acts of Congress are the supreme law of the land only when made
in pursuance of the Constitution, while treaties are declared to be so
when made under the authority of the United States. We do not
mean to imply that there are no qualifications to the treaty-making
power. * * * It is obvious that there may be matters of the
sharpest exigency for the national well-being that an act of Congress
could not deal with but that a treaty followed by such an act could;
and it 1s not lightly to be assumed that, in matters requiring national
action, ‘a power which must belong to and somewhere reside in every
civilized government' i not to be found. * * * The treaty in
question does not contravene any prohibitory words to be found in
the Constitution. ®* * * No doubt the great body of private rela-
tions usually fall within the control of the State, but a treaty may
override its power,
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“A national interest of very nearly the first magnitude is involved.
It can be protected only by national action in concert with that of
another power. * * * We see nothing in the Constitution that
compels the Government to sit by while a food supply js cut off and
the protectors of our forest and our crops are destroyed. It is mnot
sufficient to rely upon the States. The reliance is vain, and were it
otherwise, the question is whether the United States is forbidden fo
act. We are of the opinlon that the treaty and statute must be
upheld.”

The forest problem is a national, even an international, problem far
transcending the interest of the individual Btates containing the forests.
In watershed protection, forests perform a national function. Reliance
on State action to prevent deforestation seems vain, for in practice
concerted action by States is very difficult to attain. And yet the
prevention of continental deforestation calls for the exercise of the
sort of power that *“ must somewhere reside in every civilized gov-
ernment."”

The enforcement of such a treaty, if entered into, should be carried
out in a democratic, cooperative manner. Instead of an army of
Federal agents enforcing regulations evolved in Washington, the forest
boards and associations would loeally work out simple methods to
assure forest perpetuation. The purposes of such control would be
to reenforce the cooperative control previously outlined and protect
progressive owners from the tition of perative owners.

PUBLIC FOREST PURCHASE POLICY

Lack of space forbids development of this subject. The inherent
difficulties of long-time forest management, the constant ‘threat of
deforestation of private forests, and the unfairness and danger of
relying on forced, reluctant, or lagging private effort point strongly to
extensive world-wide forest nationalization. A major task of the forest
boards would be to work out with the States a comprehensive nation-
wide Federal-State plan of forest purchase including delimitation of
major purchase areas. Special emphasis ghould be lald on immediate
protection and public control of wvast areas of tax-delinquent lands.
Purchases and permanent improvement should be in part financed by
Federal forest banks, bonds to be retired from a sinking fund derived
from forest receipts. Cooperative control would greatly strengthen
public acquisition.

Publie forest purchase has one major purpose : To perpetuate forests.
The theory that the Government should purchase the worst lands to
avoid competing with industrial forestry is a fallacy, as is conclusively
demonstrated by the vast area of forests destructively exploited con-
trasted with the minute portion under private forestry management (see
diagram). TPublic forest purchase therefore should give preference to
high-grade restocking forests,

" OTHER PUBLIC UNDERTAKINGS

This plan presupposes rapid completion and extension of all exist-
ing public undertakings, especially fire protectlon, research, planting,
national-forest development, and forestry extension and education.

CONCLUSION

If our forests are to be perpetuated, the forest industries need to
become forest minded instead of lumber minded. Cooperative control,
working democratically through an interlocking system of forest boards,
associations of forest owners and producers, and forest loan boards and
banks, and dealing day by day with the intricate realities of better
protection, better logging, better financing, and better control of over-
production, would lead the industry te consider the merits of forestry
and to bring forestry-minded men more into its higher councils. Co-
operative control offers the industry a chance to perpetuate the sources
of its power, of its greatness, and of its past contributions to the up-
building of the Nation, and to redeem the civic responsibilities inherent
in the stewardship of a great resource.

BENEFICIARIES UNDERE THE FEDERAL FARM LOAN ACT

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks by inserting a letter from a former Secretary of
Agriculture and also a letter from Mr. Legge, the chairman of
the Farm Board, in regard to a certain feature of the Farm
Board legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to me to do
so, I herewith insert in the ‘Recorp a letter from Hon. H. K.
Bryson, a former commissioner of agriculture of the State of
Tennessee, relative to membership in farm organizations, so as
to entitle the members thereof to participate in the operations of
the Federal Farm Board act. I referred Mr. Bryson's letter to
Hon. Alexander Legge, chairman of the Federal Farm Board,
and received a reply from Chairman Legge, which I am likewise
inserting in the RECORD.
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The two letters referred to are as follows:

FeEpERAL FanM BoAmD,
Washington, February 28, 1930,
Hon. EwiNy L. Davis,
House of Representatives.

DEAR MB. Davis: Referring to the letter which you brought to our
attention from Mr. Bryson, of Fayetteville, Tenn., which we are
returning herewith, this problem has been a rather difficult one to
straighten out.

After many discussions with the leaders of all the national farm
organigations they have unanimously agreed that this regunirement of
having to join a gemeral farm organization in order to participate in
the commodity cooperative should be eliminated, and this is being done
rather rapldly, However, there are some of the State units in these
organizations who have certain investments in facilities used for coop-
erative purposes which have been paid for by members of one of these
general organizations, and, naturally, it will take some time to adjust
these matters in a way that will be fair to all.

In other words, we can not pretend that people who for years past
have put in money to provide for an elevatorgor any other facilities
should bave to be compelled to take in other members who would get
the benefit of such facilities without assoming their pro rata share
of the investment. However, substantial progress is being made, and,
to-day, we are getting very few complaints on this, while they were
very general some time ago.

Very truly yours, ALEX LBGGE,
Chairman Federal Farm Board.

FAYETTEVILLE, TENN., February 22, 1930,
Hon. EwiN L. Davis, M. C.,
Washington, D. O.

Desar Mg, Davis: I feel a very great interest in the success of the
Federal Farm Board, having been a farmer for so long a time. Hence,
I trust you will pardon a suggestion, which I believe will add to its
effectiveness and its popularity,

The board has stated time and again that it could only serve farmers
who were connected with some established organization. A large
majority of farmers do not belong to any organization, consequently
can derive no direct benefit. They are unwilling to pay what they con-
ceive to be excessive membership fees in order to become members of
the Farm Bureau, or any other organization. In my opinion, it would
not be wise to lower the fees to meet their complaint, but subsidiary
organizations could be formed, allowing such members to share in some
of the benefits, paying a nominal fee for membership, say, $1, or even
$2.50, 50 per cent of this fee to go to the State organization and 50 per
cent to go to the Federal Farm Board to defray the expense of such
subsidiary organization.

I believe the Farm Bureau will willingly consent to this, for it would
eventually lead to most of the members of the subsidiaries becoming full-
fledged members in order that they might share in all the benefits of the
bureau.

This plan you will readily see will not involve the Government in
additional expense, for the memberghip fees will pay the expense. It
will increase the popularity of the attempt to benefit the farmers and
place them in a position later on, so that they may be so educated by
organization, that they may more eagily adopt the plan used in Germany,
as suggested by Hon, David Lubin before his death,

If you think well of these suggestions, I will be glad if you will
present the matter to Chairman Legge and get the benefit of his judg-
ment, -

Awaiting your reply, and with best wishes, I am,

Yours very sincerely,
H. K. BRYSON.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. DoucHTON] is recognized
for 15 minntes.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent to
revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I feel I ought to apologize
to the House for attempting at this late hour to address the
House after hearing the very learned and eloguent address of
our colleague from New York [Mr. SirovicaE]. If I had not
gotten into a mix-up on account of the change of the special
orders, I would have had opportunity to address you last Tues-
day instead of this afternoon.

I read in the Evening Star of Washington a few days ago an
article in which it was stated that the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. Tmsox], the majority leader, had said that the
Federal reserve law and the farm loan act were worked out
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under previons Republican administrations. I am willing for
every individual and every party to have all the political credit
to which they are entitled. I believe credit should go to whom
credit is due, and that honor should go to whom honor is due.
1 will read the statement, so that I may not do the gentleman
from Connecticut injustice. I called his attention to the fact
that I would discuss the matter this afternoon. I read:

The farm loan banking system was created in 1916 and not in 1913
and was the result of the investigations carried out by Republican
administrations.

The Federal reserve act was worked out in previous Republican admin-
istrations.

As much as the Federal reserve law has been discussed and
complimented for the past 15 years, I had never even heard it
intimated before, much less asserted through a responsible
source, that the Republican Party is entitled to any credit what-
ever for the enactment of this legislation. Had the gentleman
stated that some individual Republicans supported the measure
and were entitled to credit for such support, that would have
been a fact. But IWeny absolutely that the Republicans, as a
party, are responsible in any way for this important legislation.
They could with just as much justification claim credit for the
discovery of America or for writing the Declaration of Inde-
pendence.

No laws placed upon the Federal statute books within the last
quarter of a century have been more widely discussed or more
fully approved than the Federal reserve law and the farm
loan act. )

In the general election of 1910 the Democratic Party elected
a majority of the House of Representatives. The panic of 1907
under Republican administration, with all of its blighting
effects, was still fresh in the mind of Congress and the people
of the country. In fact, this was one of the greatest financial
disturbances, I might even say catastrophes, that the country
had ever witnessed. One of the first things undertaken by the
Democratic House was an investigation by the Committee on
Banking and Currency into the causes that were responsible
for the 1907 panic, as well as other similar occurrences, with a
view to the enactment of remedial legislation to prevent a
reoccurrence of such national disasters.

The Committee on Banking and Currency of the House, of
which I had the honor to be a member, proceeded to conduct
what was known as the Money Trust investigation, and much
valuable information was secured, which was used to great
advantage in writing the Federal reserve act. There was no
doubt left in the mind of the committee that the banking laws
then on the statute books were responsible for the great financial
crash of 1907.

If the Federal reserve act was worked out by the Republi-
cans in previous administrations, why did not those previous
Republican administrations make effective their knowledge by
some remedial, constructive legislation? If they did work it
out, they are the more culpable for not carrying into effect
the legislation which the country so badly needed. The Bible
says:

The servant who knows his lord's will and does it not shall be
corrected with many stripes.

In both the Republican and Democratic platforms of 1912
the need of eurrency reform, or reform in our banking laws, was
mentioned. In faet, the Democratic platform severely criticized
the Republican Party and the Aldrich bill, which was the solu-
tion offered by the Republican Party.

The Republicans in their platform as usual made some am-
biguous promises but no definite commitments,

In 1912 the Democratic Party was successful in electing a
President and a majority of both branches of Congress—House
and Senate. Believing, as they always do, in keeping promises
made before the election, the Democratic Congress proceeded
immediately with the preparation of a bill providing an entirely
new system of banking and currency, to be known as the Federal
reserve banking act. This differed in almost every essential
particular from the Aldrich Dbill and the scheme advocated by
the Republican Party. Senator Aldrich had not only been
chairman of the National Monetary Commission but he had also
been chairman of the Senate Finance Committee for years and
wias the leader and the highest authority of the Republican
Party on matters of finance.

The distinguished Senator from Virginia, Hon. CARTER GLASS,
at that time a Member of the House and chairman of the
Committee on Banking and Currency, stated that at every turn
of the way, in working out the Federal reserve law in the com-
mittee and piloting it through Congress, he was met with
stubborn opposition by the Republican leaders. When the bill
finally came to a vote in the House, which is the real test as
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to how each party stood on this very important legislation, the
Recorp shows that the bill passed the House with 286 votes
for and 85 against. Of the 286 affirmative votes, 251 were
Democrats and 35 Republicans and Progressives—mostly, how-
ever, Progressives from the West and Northwest. Of the 85
votes against the bill, 88 were Republican and 2 Demoeratic. In
other words, the Democratic vote stood 251 yeas and 2 nays.
The Republican vote stood 35 yeas and 83 nays. About 234 to 1
of the Republicans in the House voted against the bill. In
the Senate, of the 54 votes for the measure, 50 were Demo-
eratic and only 4 Republican, and against the bill there was
not a single Democratic vote. Nearly all the Old Guard Re-
publican leaders in the House—including Fordney, Gillett,
Madden, Mann, and Mondell—voted against the bill when it
passed the House; also every Republican member of the Bank-
ing and Currency Committee except one voted against it. Of '
the Republican members on the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee, 5 voted nay, 1 yea, and 1 paired against.

When the conference report was adopted, about 40 Repub-
licans voted for it and about 58 against. Several of the Old
Guard dodged and would not vote, among whom were Fordney,
Gillett, and Madden. Also, quite a number of Old Guard Re-
publicans in the Senate dodged on the conference-report vote,
and only 3 voted for it. The Senate vote on the conference
report was: Yeas, 40 Democrats and 3 Republicans; nays, 25
Republicans and no Democrats,

When I saw the statement the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. TrisoN] made, I immediately called on the Senator from
Virginia, who in my judgment is entitled to much more credit
than any other individual for the enactment of the Federal
reserve law, and showed him the statement made by the gentle-
man from Connecticut, and asked him what basis there was,
if any, for this statement. He said, * None whatever.” I then
asked him what assistance he had received from the report of
the national monetary commission and he said, “None in
reality.” He further stated he not only received no assistance
from the Republicans in working out this bill but that he had
encountered the opposition of their leaders continuously.

The bill as proposed and passed by Congress mot only met
the disapproval but the severe and caustic criticism of many
Republican leaders in Congress. It was furiously assaulted by
Senator Aldridge and in a speech made by him in October, 1913,
in New York City before the Academy of Political Science, on
the subject of * Banking Reform in the United States,” he
savagely assaulted this bill, using such epithets as “ fiat money,”
“ Bryanism,” “ greenbackism,” declaring that it was socialistic
and unconstitutional, and assigned 21 reasons or objections to it.
Summarizing his objections, he said:

I have tried to show that the bill has serious defects. It appeals to
the populists by adopting their plan of note issues; to the socialist by
seeking to place the management of the most lmportant private busi-
ness of the country in the hands of the Government; it secks the sup-
port of the bankers in great centers by its unexpected diserimination
in their favor; but its dangerous doctrines and unwise methods do not
appeal to the judgment of the American peopld. Its objectionable
features have neither the support of public opinion nor the approval
of the banking fraternity. They are contrary to the teaching of
economists and they are not supported by the judgment of practical
men. It threatens to upset business and to produce the evil results it
was projected to cure.

In view of the needed reform, admitted even by the Republi-
cans for many years during their incumbency, and of their com-
plete failure to do anything to remedy the situation, and of
their opposition at every step taken by the Democrats in the
consideration and passage of the Federal reserve act, of their
overwhelming vote against it, of the violent assault upon it by
many of their leaders, then to come in at this late day, after the
law has proven so successful and popular, and claim credit for
it, appears to me to amount to almost brazen effrontery.

Of the long list of substantial achievements by the Demo-
cratic Party, including the Federal farm loan act, good roads
law, parcel post law, Federal Trade Commission, Rural Free
Delivery Service, creation of the Department of Agriculture,
none has surpassed or equaled the Federal reserve act. Its
success has been fully demonstrated by the most severe test in
both war and peace. In fact, it has been admitted to be a
masterpiece of financial legislation, and by its enactment the
Republicans were so completely silenced that in their platform
of 1916 they made no reference whatever to the matter of
banking and currency. Does not everyone know that if this act
had been “ worked out,” as claimed by the gentleman from
Connecticut, in previous Republican administrations, the Re-
publican platform would have * pointed with pride,” as usual,
to this legislation rather than to have passed it over in silence.
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The merits of this law were described by the United States
Chamber of Commerce as follows:

1.‘ It has given business greater confidence in the ability of the banks
to care for credit needs.

2, It has introduced an elastic currency and
panics.

3. It has eliminated extreme seasonal fAluctuations in rates of interest.

4, 1t has brought business safely through the war and postwar
crisis.

5. It has saved milllons of dollars to business through its par pay-
ments system for check collection,

6. It has made the gold reserve more effective as a basis for credit
extension in times of extraordinary demand.

7. It has aided in the financing of foreign and domestic trade by
developing a dlscount market for acceptances.

8, It has provided a means for handling huge financial operations of
the Government without interference with business.

0. It has aided in the reestablishment of the gold standard abroad.

10. It has given us an experienced banking organization which will
asslst us in meeting the future exigencies of business at home and
abroad with courage and confidence.

The above statement from the United States Chamber of
Commerce is quite different, indeed, from the view of this mat-
ter as expressed by Senator Aldridge, and the dire prophecies
and caustie criticism heaped upon the measure by the Repub-
liean leaders,

The Republican Party is no more responsible for working
out the Federal farm loan law than they are the Federal
reserve act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
has expired.

Mr., DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
continue for 10 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield.

Mr. HASTINGS. I would like to be permitied to interject
here that there was only one Republican Senator, namely, Sena-
tor Weeks, who voted for the final conference report on the
Federal reserve act in the Senate.

Mr. DOUGHTON. I think there were three—Mr. Weeks,
Mr. Poindexter, and Mr. Norris. Mr. Norris was a Progressive,
but those three gentlemen were not Democrats. Messrs. Weeks,
Norris, and Poindexter voted for the conference report in the
Senate, and not a single Democrat voted against it.

It is true that most of the Republicans voted for the Federal
farm loan law, but they only did so as a result of their experi-
ence in opposing and voting against the Federal reserve law.
In their 1916 platform, shortly after the farm loan law had
been enacted, they said, referring to rural credits, * We favor
an effective system for rural credits as opposed to the ineffec-
tive law proposed by the present Democratic administration.”
This shows that they were ready to place all the blame on the
Demoecratic administration if the law failed to work success-
fully.

The only way that I can possibly account for this desperate
effort on the part of the Republican floor leader to claim eredit
for his party for these great Democratic measures is the very
embarrassing and unenviable situation in which he and his
party find themselves at this time. Having been in control of
each branch of the Federal Government for the last nine years,
electing a President in 1928 by the largest majority in the Elee-
toral College ever given a candidate, and a large majority in
both branches of Congress, he finds his party blindly stalling,
stumbling, and blundering, hopelessly divided on almost every
important question; his President evading responsibility by
the appointment of commissions instead of demonstrating badly
needed leadership, no one knowing where he stands on the
tariff question, prohibition, Muscle Shoals, nor any of the acute
guestions now before the Congress.

Having maintained for more than 30 years that it was the
party that guaranteed prosperity; that all that was necessary
to keep the country prosperous and happy was a Republican
President and a Republican Congress: and now when the coun-
try is staggering under the worst economic conditions ever
known, it is not surprising that they try to claim credit for
Democratic achievements.

Newspapers Saturday morning, March 1, carried figzures based
on the February unemployment survey by the American Fed-
eration of Labor as made public by President Green. This sur-
vey showed that in February 22 per cent of the union workers
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor were out of
jobs. This was an increase of 2 per cent over January and
shows conditions to be growing steadily and rapidly worse in-

eliminated money

The time of the gentleman

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

4987

stead of better, as Secretary of Labor Davis and the newspapers
controlled by the big interests have tried to make the country
believe. The American Federation of Labor survey covered
670,000 trade-union members in 24 cities. There are approxi-
mately 5,000,000 irade-union workers affiliated with the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, and 22 per cent of them, or approxi-
mately 1,100,000 are out of jobs. If that be true of union
workers, with the prestige of their great organization behind
them, how much more serious must be the situation among the
unorganized skilled workers and numerous kinds of unskilled
workers? This same survey showed 26 per cent of union
workers idle in New York City, in St. Lonis 49 per cent idle, and
in Chicago 51 per cent, or more than half.

The business and unemployment situation throughout the
country is not only serious but it is distressing and alarming.
In 1928 the number of bank failures in the United States was
372, with liabilities of $129,649,605. In 1929 the number was
437, with liabilities of $218,796,5682. This is an increase for 1929
over 1928 of 65 and the amount of the liabilities $89,146,977.
Compare this, if you please, with the bank failures under Demo-
cratic administration from 1916 to 1920, a period of four years;
there were only 117 State-bank failures and 28 national-bank
failures.

To show that business conditions have not improved thus
far this year, as constantly claimed by the administration
papers, Dun’s Review for February 15, 1930, listed 566 com-
mereial failures for the week ending February 14, 1930, as com-
pared with 467 for the same week of 1929. Up to the middle
of February of this year there had been a total of 3,436 com-
mercial failures in 1930, as compared with 3,002 for the same
period of 1929,

The same Dun’s Review listed building permits in the major
cities of the country and showed that the total of building
permits for January of this year was $83,564,000, as compared
with $169,133,000 for January, 1929, a falling off of more than
50 per cent. In New York the January permits dropped from
$77,000,000 to $25,000,000. In Philadelphia from $16,000,000 to
$2,000,000, and in Chicago from $13,000,000 to $5,000,000. A
few cities, including Washington, showed an increase, largely
accounted for by the Government building program in the
Capital City. Yet conditions here with reference to nunemploy-
ment are so bad that in the Evening Star of February 26
Director Jones, of the Department of Labor Employment Sta-
tistics Bureau, said that they were very much worse than last
year or the year before, They are so bad, he said, that he
declined to give any figures as to a comparison on the number
of unemployed in Washington now and one year ago, because
he feared the figures would have a very depressing effect.

If this is true in Washington, with the Federal Government
spending scores of millions of dollars of the taxpayers' money
for mew and lavish buildings, what must be the conditions in
cities where there is no such stimulus from the Treasury of
the United States? - Already there have been riots in Cleveland,
Philadelphia, and Chicago, where the police have been called
out to put down riots and demonstrations by suffering idle
workers demanding jobs. Saturday's paper also gave a report
of nnemployment demonstrations in Oakland, Calif,, in which
several hundred jobless men participated, demanding work,
some of whom were clubbed into submission by the police.

On Saturday last a Republican United States Senator infro-
duced a resolution appropriating $50,000,000 to relieve unem-
ployment in this country. This fund to be expended by the
Red Cross and the Quartermaster General of the Army to relieve
the suffering ecaused by unemployment. He stated that there
were from three to six million people out of employment. These
people are jobless and hungry, walking the streets and highways
willing to work, anxious to work—yes, begging and praying for
work—but finding none,

These are only a few of the things that are happening and
have been happening for quite a while under Republican admin-
istration, that not only guaranteed prosperity but pledged itself
to abolish poverty, or at least said we were nearer that condition
than ever before.

Certainly, if the Republicans could not have prevented this
dire situation they could have refrained from making false prom-
ises and pledges, and that Is my chief complaint against them.
I hope their present sad experience, and the serious condition
that now prevails throughout the country will, in the next cam-
paign at least, deter them from attempting to secure a renewed
lease of power on the false and fraudulent claim that Republi-
can rule means immunity from financial distress, unemployment,
and poverty.

Mr. Speaker, it is a tragedy almost that President Hoover
had to call a Cabinet meeting on the first anniversary of his
induction into office to consider the gquestion of unemployment,
but that is what he did. At the same time, we find Secretary




of Labor Davis saying that there are 3,000,000 idle working men
in this country, and suggesting a great extra appropriation to be
used by the President in alleviating unemployment.

Yet in the same paper we are told that the President is so
confident that the unemployment situation is taking care of
itself that it is no longer regarded as a problem by the adminis-
tration. Oh Mr. Speaker, such inconsistent conduct and such
ridiculous talk on the part of the administration is an insult to
the intelligent manhood and womanhood of America. The Presi-
dent dares not appoint a commission to study and make a sur-
vey of and report on the present unemployment conditions.
Such a report giving the number of the unemployed and the
extent of the suffering would shock the country.

On another occasion, if I can get time, I shall submit some
remarks on how to remedy present conditions, [Applause.]

WATER CONSERVATION AND FLOOD CONTROL

" The SPEAKHER. Under the order of the House the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Jorxson] is recognized for 15 minuntes

Mr. JOHNSON of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker and fellow Mem-
bers, this talk will naturally follow the remarks of the gentle-
man from Nebraska [Mr. Sgars] about a week ago on flood con-
trol and the conservation of waters in the Middle West.

Mr. Speaker and Members, a conference on water conservation
and flood control was held at McCook, Nebr. January 27-28,
1930. This conference was attended by delegates holding com-
missions from the governors of nine States—Colorado, Kansas,
Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Texas, and Wyoming—with representatives of several other
States participating, and with Hon. Arthur J, Weaver, Governor
of Nebraska, ns permanent chairman of the conference.

Montana : John 8. James, State engineer,

Wyoming : John A. Whiting, State engineer ; Charles B. Stafford.

Colorado : M. C. Hinderlider, State engineer.

North Dakota : R. E. Kennedy, Bismarck, N. Dak., State engineer.

South Dakota : Charles A. Trlmmer, State engineer.

Kansas : George 8. KEnapp, State engineer.

Nebraska : Gov. Arthur J. Weaver; Dr. George E. Condra, dean of
department of conservation and survey, University of Nebraska; Prof.
Clark E. Mickey, civil engineering department, University of Nebraska ;
Roy L. Cochran, State engineer.

Oklahoma : Judge E. E. Blake, chalrman of Interstate commission for
the control of the Arkansas and Red Rivers.

Texas: Hon. Leonard Tillotson, member of State house of repre-
sentatives and general manager of the Brazos River conservation and
reclamation district; Robert P. Hall, secretary of the Pease River and
Red River district.

The following statement and declarations of policy were adopted and
reported to the States participating:

THE STATEMENT

As a sound publie policy we recognize the imperative need for con-
gideration by the Federal Government of conservation of all our natural
resources and especially of our agricultural soils and the fullest con-
gervation and utilization of the water supply of the Nation.

We recognize and declare that annual losses of life and property
and wastage of our natural resources have grown to such proportions
as to constitute a national menace which calls for immediate action by
the ¥Federal Government for the purpose of alleviating such conditions.

Constructive action at this time for the protection and maintenance
of the necessary functions of public service ig of such importance to
the general welfare of our country that adeguate legislation should be
no longer delayed by the Congress.

THE DECLARATION

We respectfully submit and recommend the adoption of the follow-
ing declarations as expressing a constructive policy for the conserva-
tion of the water resources of the country:

1. We recommend that the Congress should adopt a national policy
of stream regulation to conserve water and prevent floods.

2. We recommend that in the advancement of plans for the regula-
tion of streams it be recognized that all the methods approved by
engineering surveys and investigations be accepted in the accomplish-
ment of such regulation, including storage of waters where and as
may be found effective for regulation, and which will bring to the Na-
tion and all regional areas the most beneficial uses available from the
source of the rivers and their tributaries to the place of discharge.

3, We recommend any such amendments to the national flood control
act, approved May 15, 1928, as may be necessary to make the general
declarations of that act effective. We recognize as an indispensable
factor in river control the establishment of flood-water storage on the
tributaries of our rivers and emphasize the Importance of the construe-
tion of such storage works as near the source of all tributary streams
as is practical.

4. Soil erosion is recognized as the greatest waste of the heritage
of the Nation, presenting to all constituted government a problem of
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increasing seriousness alike in lessened production of essential agri-
cultural products and as materially augmenting the problems of water
conservation and stream control,

The conference further approved, in resolution adopted, the
various acts of the Congress relating to flood control and water
conservation and use.

Approved the designation by the Flood Control Committee of
the House of Representatives of Congress, of a subcommittee
empowered to draft amendments to the “act for the control of
floods on the Mississippl River and its tributaries,” approved
May 15, 1928, that may be determined upon adequate investiga-
g]on a?d consideration, helpful in effectuating the purposes of

e act.

Approved action to secure adequate surveys of the tributaries
gf the Mississippi River, and for appropriations necessary there-

or.

Approved cooperation on the part of the Federal Government,
and all its departments, with the States or political subdivisions
thereof, in conserving and utilizing the available waters of the
country for the greatest public interest of the States, and of the
general welfare.

This conference also adopted a set of far-reaching resolutions. -
ngn o‘?ly quote the fourth, which pertains more particnlarly to

ebraska,

Fourth. That it is the semse of this conference that the prosperity
of the States drained by the western tributaries of the Mississippi River,
and the food supplies of the Nation are directly dependent upon the use
for agricultural purposes of the now wasted and destructive flood waters
of these tributaries to supplement the natural precipitation so as to re-
lleve great losses to agriculture caused by drought conditions, prevent
loss of soil fertility caused by erosion and insufficient moisture for proper
crop rotations, and stabillzation of agricultural prodnction and market-
ing by insuring the quality and quantity of agricultural products which
is essential to the growth of our agriculture In the Middle West, to the
industry and commerce of the Nation in times of peace, as well as being
absolutely essential for the common defense of the Union in time of war.

[Applause.]

It is evident to me that the representatives of the said nine
States attending this conference favor the purpose and sub-
stance of the Sears bill, H. R. 93876, which was introduced in
this House three days after this conference was held. This
bill makes provision for construction of storage reservoirs for
run-off water on streams tributary to the Mississippi River.

Nebraska has two large tributaries, the Niobrara and Platte
Rivers, which empty into the Missouri River, which ig one of the
largest flood-water carriers to the Mississippi. The Nicbrara
drains northwest and northern Nebraska. The Platte has two
large tributary systems, the Elkhorn and the Loup, which empty
into it just before it reaches the Missouri River.

In the fifth congressional district, which T represent, we have
the Republican River, which heads in Colorado and runs through
250 miles of my distriet. There are eight tributaries from 60
to 150 miles long that empty their flood waters into it before
leaving the State of Nebraska where it turns to the south into
Kansas, and there it empties all its flood water into the Kansas
River, which directly conveys the combined flood waters of the
two rivers into the Missouri River at Kansas City. In 1003 it
delivered 350,000 cubic feet of water per second at Kansas City,
which of itself raised the flood tide 5 feet at Cairo, Ill.

The streams I have mentioned drain the entire State of Ne-
braska, part of Kansas, a little part of South Dakota, and a
large part of Wyoming and Colorado, where the flood water
flows fast and furious in the springtime,

There is not a more fertile soil anywhere than along the Re-
publican River and its tributaries, and yet I have seen it rnined
for the crop season several times by flood waters. Sometimes
this river, which normally is only a few rods wide, becomes a
mile or more wide for nearly the length of it, destroying bridges,
railroads, soils, crops of fine alfalfa and corn, and often en-
dangering human life. The Kansas people well know what it
does to them when it reaches the Kansas River.

There are many excellent sites for storage reservoirs not far
from any of the rivers mentioned where nearly all this run-off
flood water ean be stored; for instance in Gosper County, there
is one eanyon, estimated by engineers to be large enough to hold
the full flow of the Platte River at flood tide for seven days,
thus instead of being a menace to the country it would be a
large factor in maintaining a balance between the lack and
excess of water and heat, and stabilize our climate, which is
semiarid. Sometimes the “semi” is dropped. At such times if

these storage waters were used for no other purpose they could
be released to flow down over the hot sands of the respective
river beds, which are nothing but hot sands during the arid
period. This would cause a rapid evaporation, which might be
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conducive to more rainfall and a material change in the atmos-
phere and relief to life and crops. That it is feasible and prac-
tieal, and that it is financially justifiable to build these storage
reservoirs, is widely the opinion of the engineering profession,
That it is a national problem for the protection of property and
of life, and that the time and money required for flood control
of this kind constitutes a safe national investment appears to be
the consensus of universal opinion. It seems that nation-wide
cooperation should be available at this time of general unemploy-
ment. So many different causes lead to that condition,

We commenced with a great deflation in 1920. The result of
this was that bundreds of thousands of men lost their farms
and they and their boys were largely thrown on the labor mar-
ket. For a while industrialism could absorb the great surplus.
And then that was overdone. Then the era of chain stores and
banking and big business has worked to throw a constantly
increasing supply of men from 40 years of age upward on the
labor market. Added to this there is a constant influx by way
of lawful immigration and unlawful entry. Added to our own
surplus, we are absorbing several hundred thousand men into
the ranks of our labor from the overplus of the rest of the
world. The situation is on us and is going to remain with us
for some time. It will not do for small communities, State, or
national authorities to say that this is no affair of ours. Hun-
gry men are dangerous men. They are not good, law-abiding
citizens. Times of depression means that the surplus labor has
been saving for old age and times of need is to disappear. It
is a heartless and a dangerous policy for nations fo shut their
eyes to the fact of unemployment.

It is a duty that can not be shirked. Means must be found
whereby labor shall be employed and not remain hungrily or
dangerously idle. Our greatest statesmen have taken notice of
that for years. It seems that the best way whereby idleness
shall be avoided and labor shall be employed with decent remun-
eration shall be the undertaking of great public works that are
needed in times of general unemployment.

The section of my country on the west side of the valley is
part of the great stretch between the Rockies and the Alle-
ghenies that now not only needs employment for the idle but
also needs for its prosperity the completion of public works that
will take possession of the flood waters of the valley and make
use of those waters for the benefit of those people for all time.
A proper system of public works that will conserve those waters
will give*employment to thousands of men for many years, and
not only do that but the works will pay for themselves many
times over in the different localities where they are situated and
to the States and the Government itself. In place of men being
on charity, with their savings gone, they will be self-respecting
American citizens not only keeping what they have but adding
to the country's wealth instead of adding to its dependency and
liability. [Applause.]

Organized common sense should lead to increased utilization
of the waters in these storage reservoirs on the tributaries to
the large rivers. Flood control can be made to convert water
into farm crops, and incidentally into annual crops of fish, mus-

sels, birds, and fur-bearing animals. In addition, extend water-
ways and safeguard property and life.

The program for accomplishing this should begin immediately
by encouraging the owners of lands to construct gates in already
existing ditches, and to organize the control of the waters over
areas already found to have been unwisely drained. State and
Federal engineers should decide upon the location and develop-
ment of a method of management for larger impoundments and
regulation of water to prevent it becoming * flood water ” farther
down the stream.

Some of the benefits would be purely local, others widely dis-
tributed. The cost, therefore, should be carried in a small
part by the owners of the property benefited directly, part by
the community to be benefited by the improvements, but the
major portion of the cost should be carried by the State and
Federal Governments, which benefit by an improved general
climate, larger interstate transportation, a happier and more
prosperous people, and an increased freedom from destructive
floods. Therefore if we work with nature rather than in oppo-
gition to her laws we can work out a more efficient, extended,

.useful, and suitable system of retention reservoirs and natural

floodways, designed to secure a better distribution of water
to further all economic uses. We can protect our soils, our
bridges, our crops, and our lives. [Applause.]

PREESIDENT THOMAS G. MASARYEK

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for three minufes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.
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Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
to-day the first President of the Republic of Czechoslovakia,
Thomas Garigus Masaryk, statesman, philosopher, humani-
tarian, and with him his country, are celebrating his eightieth
birthday. This distingnished statesman has devoted the great-
est part of his life to the service of his fellow men and the
liberty and freedom of his country.

The life of this eminent statesman and the Czechoslovalkian
Republic has been closely interwoven with our country. The
constitution of Czechoslovakia was written in the United States
by Prof. Thomas Garigus Masaryk and is in a great measure
modeled after our own. It was written in 1918, immediately
after the issuance of the Lansing declaration proclaiming the
sympathy of the United States to the cause of Czechoslovakian
and Yugoslovakian independence,

For years he has unceasingly devoted his energies in aiding
in every conceivable manner to obtain freedom and liberty for
his people and his country, which has been their dream and
hope for centuries and generations. He is revered and honored
not only in his land but by all enlightened statesmen and liberty-
loving people throughout the world.

There being no precedent of passing a resolution nf congratu-
lation in this House, I feel satisfied that the President, in be-
half of the American people, will extend to him our country’s
congratulations and best wishes. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I may add to
my remarks a short editorial appearing in this morning’s Post
on the activities of President Masaryk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent to include in his remarks an editorial appearing in this
morning's Post on the life and activities of President Masaryk.

Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The editorial referred to follows:

PRESIDENT MASARYE

This i{s the eightieth birthday of President Thomas G. Masaryk, of
Czechoslovakia. Providence has been benign to both the nation and
its founder. His preparation for the supreme test was providential.
He struggled in imperial politics, traveled and studied political systems,
and made himself a master of the art of government. When the time
came for his country to be free he was qualified to draft its declaration
of independence and its fundamental charter. Then, through 12 years,
he was spared to guide the infant Republic through vicissitudes well-
nigh as dangerous as war. He remains in good health, with the pros-
poct of many more useful years as the head of his country.

Doctor Masaryk went around the world during the war, incessantly
working for the Allies and for the liberation of his countrymen. Ie
directed the strategy of the Czechoslovak army that made the renowned
journey from Europe through Russia across the Pacific to the homeland.
It was in Washington that Masaryk drafted the declaration of inde-
pendence. At first it was a demand for autonomy, as the break-up of
the Austro-Hungarian Empire was not clearly foreseen. But as the
United States delivered its smashing blows late in 1918, Doctor Masaryk
perceived that independence, and not mere autonomy, was the destiny
of his country. On the advice of friends in Washington, he boldly
proclaimed independence and received immediate recognition from the
allied powers,

The Republic of Czechoslovakia is a lighthouse in central Burope,
Its constitution is a model upon which other nations can build self-
government if they will. With the keenest insight, Doctor Masaryk
worked out a structure of government suited to his people and to the
problems of their environment, His work is lasting. In many respects
it resembles the constructive statesmanship of George Washington,
Like Washington, he is the father of his country, and while he is alive
he receives the salute of liberty-loving men in all countries. His name
will stand forever on the corner stone of Czechoslovakia.

JUSTIOE HOLMES AND THE SUPREME COURT

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr, Speaker, to-morrow Mr, Justice Holmes,
of the United States Supreme Court, will be 82 years old. I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own remarks in connection
with his public services.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, March 8, 1930, Mr. Justice
Oliver Wendell Holmes, of the United States Supreme Court,
is 89 years old. This is a fact to challenge our attention
and to give us pause for contemplation. Doubtless hundreds
will be speaking the praises of this great American on the
eighty-ninth anniversary of his birth. This universal admira-
tion for the public services and for the private character of
Justice Holmes is convincing proof of the soundness of the
Anrerican heart. Some critics have complained that Americans
admire only the man who is successful in material and mone-
tary matters. But the charge is unfounded. Of course Ameri-
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cans, in common with normally minded persons of every nation
and country, admire success in any line as an evidence of per-
soniil power and of individual achievement. The world admires
the military career of Napoleon Bonaparte but condemns his
selfish ambition that perpetuated a state of warfare in Europe
for well-nigh a generation.

But when we find all Americans of all groups and sections,
both the so-called conservative and reactionary part of the
population, as well as the so-called progressive and forward-
looking part, uniting in praise for Justice Oliver Wendell
_Holmes it is significant of the genuine feelings and opinions of
the American people. For Judge Holmes has gone about his
work in a simple and unostentatious manner; he has not
amassed a fortune; he lives simply within the salary provided
for his office; he is not a spectacular personality; rather is
he a matter-of-fact, workaday world, unobtrusive, and perfectly
natural man. Though born in an intellectual aristocracy, with
the highest social surroundings, with the best possible edu-
cational epportunities, with .the inheritance of a great name,
with a brilliant career as a soldier sealed by his own blood
and testified to by the enduring scars, he nevertheless has built
a place for himself upon his own individual and personal ac-
complishments as a lawyer, as a feacher of law, as a philo-
sophieal commentator upon the history and doctrines of the law,
and as a judge on the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts
and on the Supreme Court of the United States,

We counld forget his father, we eould ignore his edueation,
we could wipe out his record as a soldier, and yet the per-
sonality and the official career of Justice Holmes would remain
undiminished and would continue to find its full place in the
mind and heart of the American people.

Ordinarily the services of a judge, however eminent, go un-
noticed by the masses of the people, though approved and appre-
ciated by the legal profession. Ordinarily the judge may hope
to live only in the history and traditions of the bench and the
bar. But there are certain outstanding exceptions. Preeminent
among the conspicuous exceptions is the case of Mr. Justice
Holmes. Though he might shun publicity, though he makes no
bid to eatch the popular fancy, though he avoid the reporter and
the biographer, yet the attention of our people is increasingly
centered upon the great judge, who grows stronger in their
affections as he seems to grow broader in his sympathies and
as he grows older in years and riper in service. What is the
explanation of this unusual situation? It is something more
than the mere fact that he is 89 years old. It is something
more than that he retains at this advanced age his vigor of
body, his clarity of mind, and his sprightliness of spirit. It
must be the fact that in spite of his hereditary influences and
surroundings, in spite of educational and local traditions, in
spite of the isolated life of a judge, he is manifestly and excep-
tionally human and natural in both his manner of life and his
official labors.

This humanness and naturalness, so unusual and unique, is
what the books call *philosophy.” Philosophy means merely
that love of wisdom which has for its beginning understanding,
The law is simply the rules prescribing human relationships. To
understand these rules one must understand that humanity
among whom the relationships exist. That understanding is
attained only when selfishness and prejudice and partisanship
are put out of view. Then, one sees facts face to face; then,
understanding is possible; such a person is described as a phi-
losopher.

By this test Mr. Justice Holmes is a philosopher. Such a
philosopher must understand history, not the history merely of
a period nor of one nation, nor of a race only, but all history.
Such knowledge drives out dogmatism ; such knowledge sets the
mind free; such knowledge reflects itself in the living and the
thinking of a man. Every human being is to a limited extent
a philosopher, and eertainly sufficiently to recognize another
person who possesses philosophy to a preeminent degree. For
this reason all classes, educated and uneducated, rich and poor,
socially prominent and socially obscure, recognize that Mr. Jus-
tice Holmes is in the highest and truest sense a philosopher.
They believe that no extraneous dust interferes with his judicial
eyes ; they feel that justice is safe in his hands. They have had
repeated proofs of his toleration and broadmindedness.

They know that he believes in freedom—freedom of speech,
freedom of action, freedom of competition, freedom for indi-
vidual development. They know that he has the strengith and
courage to defend freedom of speech, even when he does not
agree with the opinions uttered by the speaker. Our people
may not all know what Voltaire said when he wrote—

I do not agree with what you say, but I would give my life to protect
your right to say it—
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but in the heart of every free man this sentiment lles implicit
and rises to respond to its every utterance.

Mr, Justice Holmes certainly comprehends the true philosophy
of the American Federal system. He is a genuine defender of
the Anglo-Saxon doctrine of local self-government. The pres-
ervation of that doctrine as applied to the practical adminis-
tration of government is essential to the perpetuity of free
America. Consequently we find Mr. Justice Holmes insisting
that the fourteenth amendment should not be used to shut off
the right of experimentation in legislative matters in the several
States. Wisely he insists that each State must be permitted
to determine its own policies as to domestic matters. Though
one or more or many of the States may enact internal legisla-
tion repugnant to his individual conception of what is best, he
refuses to exercise his power as a part of the Supreme Court
of the United States to deny the right of the several States to
adopt governmental practices, novel and unusual, and perhaps
radical, though they are,

He recognizes his duty and his mental attitude as a member
of the Supreme Federal Court as different and distinet from
what it would be if he were a legislator in the State of Massa-
chusetts. If a majority of the court had always been free from
this unconscious bias, and had possessed the breadth of vision
of Justice Holmes, there would have been less complaint against
the court. We are happy that complaints about the court have
been very few, and. we are exceedingly happy that such com-
plaints are constantly growing fewer. In my humble judgment,
the SBupreme Court of the United States at no time in our his-
tory has possessed so fully the confidence of the people as it
does to-day, and no little part of this confidence is doubtless due
to the influence and work of Mr. Justice Holmes.

Therefore, it is gratifying to Americans to find that the per-
sonal greatness and the judicial preeminence of Mr. Justice
Holmes, is recognized in other countries. We are pleased to
note the just and able estimate and tribute published in Har-
per's Magazine for March, 1930, and written by Prof. Harold J.
Laski, of the chair of political science in the University of Lon-
don. I extract these few striking and impressive sentences for
the purpose of giving a wider circulation to the opinion of an
English scholar, concerning this great American judge,

He [Justice Holmes] has proved again the simple secret that a
great judge must be a great man. He must have a full sense of the
seamless web of life, a grasp of the endless tradition from which we
can not escape. He must be capable of stern logie, and yet refuse
to sacrifice to logic the hopes and fears and wants of men. He must be
able to catch a glimpse of the ultimate in the immediate, of the uni-
versal in the particular. He must be statesman as well as jurist,
thinker as well as lawyer. What he is doing is to shape the categories
through which life must flow, and he must have a constant sense of
the greatness of his task. He must know the hearts of men, and yet
ask to be judged from the conscience of their minds. He must have a
constant senge of essential power and yet be capable of humility in its
exercise. He must be the servant of justiee and not its master, the
conscience of the community and not of its dominant interests.

Hé has recognized, as some of his colleagues have failed to recognize,
that the American Conetitution does not forbid experiment but asks
only that experiment shall be tender to established expectation. He has
never sought as, agnin, some of his colleagues have sought, to establish
it as a standard to which other men must necessarily conform. His life
on the bench has been a proeess of learning, a reecognition that habits
and principles change, that each truth must be born of some one’s
experience, that a golden rule is only too often an instrument of per-
secution. In the result he has always kept step with the march of
the age. He has geen that his task is not the satisfaction of a dead
past but the considered response to a living present.

He [Justice Holmes] has been a great judge because he had never
ceased to be a philosopher. He has sought always to find his way
from the little fact to the secrets of the universe, By temperament
a skeptie, by training a scholar, one sees in his whole attitude to life
the qualities which make for wisdom. He has never ceased to in-
quire. He has never been satisfled to stay still. He has never ae-
eepted traditional knowledge because it is traditional. He has never
been eontent to accumulate Jearning merely for its own sake. His life
has been passed in seeking to discover what are the right questions
to ask.

For Justice Holmes has known that great thoughts come only to.
men who are capable of heroic self-sacrifice. Every man who iz to
confront the impenetrable universe proudly must, Galileo-like, face an
inquisition none the less formidable because it is ceaselessly active in
his own heart. To such a philogsophy, optimism is a little crude and
the pessimist founded by the frults of the yearning to know.

It is significant that he has always been loved Ly the young and
that, down to this hour, they have never felt oppressed by the burden
of his years. Partly that is because he takes endless pains to under-
gtand them ; partly because he is always anxious to give them of his
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best. No man of our times has been so eager to know the best there
is in the experiment of the moment. No thinker, no poet, no scientist,
but he is anxious to sample lest he omit some experience of what may
prove precious in the heritage.

But that love of America has never been narrow or exclusive. It is
not a denlal of alien experience or an unwillingness to admit the value
and validity of alien tradition. Nor is it merely a pride in bigness, the
worst illusion of the petty mind. He has the cosmopolitanism of the
great scholar, the sense that knowledge overleaps national boundaries,
the power to cooperate with others that comes of the feeling that the
task is great and the individual small. And his skepticism has never
allowed him to build a sense of values merely in American terms,
because he knows how wide and complex is the inheritance of America.
No one whose mind, like his, has sought to glimpse the whole intellec-
tual heritage of the human race can ever remain prisoned in a jealous
patriotism.

These are two classes of judges; the first made up of the
statesman-lawyer type who takes a broad and liberal view of
his obligations, not only as to the litigants in the case before
the court but also to society generally, and especially to future
generations. John Marshall was an outstanding example of
this type of judge. Fortunately for our Nation, we have had
many such judges on our State supreme courts and on the
United States Supreme Court. Outstanding among all such is
Mr. Justice Holmes. He does not regard the Constitution as a
strait-jacket, setting up a multitude of inhibitions to prevent
States and the Federal Government from discharging obligations
to the day and generation in which we live.

The other group of judges may be described generally as mere
lawyer type. With ample knowledge of the doctrines and deci-
sions of the law, with highly trained and diseriminating minds,
they never exactly get out of the habit of advocacy, It is so
natural to form a conclusion of how a case ought to be decided
and then to bend all energies by searching the face of the earth
for decisions and commentaries to establish the particular
thesis prematurely arrived at. These judges are just as honest
and just as patriotic as the first class mentioned, but, not pos-
sessing the true philogophical spirit, they ecan not throw off the
restraints of intellectual habits and can not forget the impres-
sions acquired during a long, successful practice;

But we need more judges of the type first mentioned on both
our State supreme courts and the United States Supreme Court.
State constitutions and the Federal Constitution ought to be
construed in the light of common sense and with the under-
standing that their makers used general language wherever
possible, and where particular language was used they gener-
ally intended that such particular language should have a gen-
eral interpretation so that such constitutions may continue as
a framework of government from one generation to another
and be so elastic as to meet the changing conditions of society
;md to apply to the changing instrumentalities of economical
ife. :

Undoubtedly, supreme courts are in many cases lawmaking
bodies. It is an undisputed, logical proposition that whoever
has the interpretation of langunage has in fact the final em-
ployment of language. Every supreme court in every case in-
volving a construction of a’ constitution, to the limit of the
words brought under its review in the particular case, is a con-
stitutional convention. The Supreme Court of the United States
has been a continuing constitutional convention since the court
was organized in 1789,

It is therefore highly important that the electing or appoint-
ing power in selecting recruits for the supreme courts of the
States and of the Nation, should examine most carefully the
mental and moral make-up of the persons under consideration.
It by no means follows that every great lawyer will make a
useful and wise supreme court judge. Oftentimes lawyers
achieve professional eminence on account of a particular aggres-
siveness and polemic disposition that entirely unfit such per-
sons, after arriving at the age of 50 years or more, to assume
the role of an impartial and nonpartisan searcher after truth

- and justice in a genuine philosophical spirit.

For this reason, therefore, I have ventured to make the sug-
gestion that judges ought to go through a period of preliminary
service upon inferior courts before selection for a supreme
court. During this period of service in inferior courts the
judges display their judicial characteristics, and those judges
that have manifested the spirit of philosophy, that have shown
themselves to be forward looking, that have displayed broad-
mindedness and great human tolerance, should be selected to
supply vacancies upon the supreme courts.

In this way no chance will be taken as to the qualifications
of the personnel of the supreme courts. To appoint a great
lawyer, who has had no judicial experience, is certainly an
experiment. He may prove himself a great judge, as did John
Marshall, or he may prove himself to be a great disappoint-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

4991

ment. During the preliminary service suggested all would have
a try out and no mistakes need be made.

This system would have another beneficial influence upon
the judiciary. Lawyers would be more anxious to accept posi-
tions on the lower courts when they recognize that it is the
only avenue and means of approach to the Supreme Court.
Having obtained selection to the lower courts, they would then
vie with each other in the discharge of their duties and in
approaching their work in the right spirit, and in developing
their latent philosophical talents, in order to commend them-
selves to the selecting or appointing powers when vacancies
occur on the supreme courts. The direct and undisputed re-
sult would be an elevation of the tone and a lifting of the type
of work and a stimulation of the energies of all the judges of
the inferior courts, and would result in the choice of the very
best material for the Supreme Court.

Twice before I have brought to the attention of the House
and the country my estimate of the public services of Mr.
Justice Holmes, The first case was on March 8, 1926, and the
second was on March 8, 1928. The only reason that I did not
mention the matter on March 8, 1927, and on March 8, 1929,
was that Congress was not then in session. I reproduce the
following brief extracts from my remarks on those occasions:

Mr. Speaker, at this polnt I produce some thoughts spoken by me
in this connection two years ago relating to the matter of appoint-
ments of judges. The longer I live and the more I study the law and
especlally our American constitutional system, the more I am convinced
that the stability of our institutions depends more upon ,the character
of the judges and the guality of their decisions than it does upon any
legislation that Congress or the varlous Btate lawmaking bodies may
enact. Statntes are but general abstractions to the individual citizen,
But when the citizen meets the statute face to face in court and finds
his individual propery and liberty and life measured in terms of statutes
and of common law he finds them measured from the lips of an Indi-
vidual judge—his fellow American, his fellow mortal, and his fellow
citizen.

It is a terrific responsibility for one American citizen to be lifted
to the position of judge over and above and among his fellow American
citizens, If the judge by his language and his conduct shows that he is
conscioug of his responsibility, that he feels his moral unworthiness to
git in judgment upon the property and liberty and life of his fellow
citizen, but that he discharges his duty not as a personal prerogative
but as a solemn official function, then the individual citizen before him
and all witnesses to the solemn ceremony will turn away with a feeling
of regignation and submission to the law.

But If the judge is petulant and arrogant, if he assumes a personal
supcriority, and acts as though the person before him had committed
lese majesty, as though exercising power by divine right, then the indi-
vidual whose conduct is measured by the legal standard and the wit-
nesses turn away with resentment and with rebellion in their hearts,
If this feeling was sufficiently widespread, the security of the Govern-
ment might be imperiled. For this reason I contend that the selection
of judges for all grades of Federal courts is the highest responsibility
that rests upon the President. I congratulate President Coolidge that
in two very recent nominations he has ignored party politics in order
to vest judicial responsibility in men whose character and abllities
would insure its rightful and wise exercize,

There are 161 United States circuit and distriet judges and 217
justices of supreme courts. All these have been tried and found either
fit or wanting, They have either manifested some of the ideal judicial
qualifications or they are simply holding a medioere average. Would
it not be an inspiration for all of these judges to feel their work, their
careers, their conduct, are constantly under the observation of those
having power to say “ come up higher "?

If the justices and judges of the courts above named realized that
the vacancies upon the Supreme Court of the United States would be
filled by the promotion of those already exercising judieial office, it
certainly would stimulate their energies, and the effect would be not
only to find the fitted material for the Federal Supreme Court, but
would attract and hold much better material to the lower courts.

Talented lawyers would thus be encouraged to accept the humbler
stations as stepping-stones to the great goal of any lawyer's ambition.
Judges would be fired by a praiseworthy ambition so to serve as to
deserve promotion. Then our great judiclal keystonme that completes
the arch of our constitutional structure would always be composed
exclusively of tested material. Then there would be no disappointments
and misfits, There would be higher proficiency and great efficiency
all along the line. Confidence in the courts would undoubtedly in-
crease. Complaints should certainly cease. This suggestion is put
forth with great humility and respect,

MOTOE BUS BILL

My MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Rules I present a privileged resolution which I send to the
Clerk's desk.
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The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Michigan offers a reso-
lution, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Housge Resolution 172

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R.
10288, a bill to regulate the transportation of persons in interstate and
foreign commerce by motor carriers operating on the public highways.
That after general debate, which shall be confined to the bill and shall
continue not to exceed six hours, to be equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee on
Interstate and Forelgn Commerce, the bill shall be read for amendment

" under the 5-minute rule, At the conclusion of the reading of the bill
for amendment the committee shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the previous
guestion shall be considered as ordered on the bill and the amendments
thereto to final passage without intervening motion except one motion
to recommit.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, this resolution makes in

order H. R. 10288, which has commonly been designated as
the motor bus bill. Six hours will be permitted for general
debate, at the conclusion of which time the bill will be read
under the S-minute rule for amendment. The bill is accom-
panied by a report made by the committee which is very com-
plete. It shows, however, that there is some controversy be-
tween the members of the committee as to the various provisions
of the bill., It was felt, therefore, that six hours might be re-
quired for general debate. No time is desired on the rule on
this side. Does the minority desire any time on the rule?

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; we do not desire any time on the

Tule.

Mr. MICHENER. The bill will be fully explained by the
legislative committee reporting it.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

RECESS

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, the floor leader is absent
momentarily from the floor. I think he desires to submit a
unanimous-consent request on his return, and I therefore ask
unanimous consent that the House stand in recess, subject to
the call of the Speaker on the return to the floor of the floor
leader.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, which I shall not do, I understood there was a tentative
agreement that there would be no objection to a umanimous-
consent request that the House when it adjourns to-day adjourn
until Monday. I do not see why the gentleman from Michigan
can not make that request in the absence of the majority leader.

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman from Michigan will state
that he did not confer fully with the floor leader, and it
may be that the floor leader desires to make some other requests.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. TiLsox] desires to submit that unanimous-
consent request, and also to make some statements in regard
to the conduct of the bill next week. The Chair understands
the gentleman will be here in a few minutes.

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. MicHENER] ?

There was no objection.

Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 21 minutes p. m.) the House
stood in recess to meet at the call of the Speaker,

AFTER RECESS

The House was called to order by the Speaker at 8 o'clock
and 22 minutes p. m.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday
next.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn
to meet on Monday next. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire what the rule
just adopted provides?

The SPEAKER. The rule merely provides that at any time a
motion may be made to go into Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

RECORD—HOUSE

BENATE BILL REFEREED

A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from the
Speaker’s table and, under the rule, referred as follows:

S.2828. An act authorizing commissioners or members of
international tribunals to administer oaths, to subpena wit-
nesses and records, and to punish for contempt; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

ENROLLED JOINT EESOLUTION SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. J. Res. 210. Joint resolution to authorize an appropriation
for the expenses of official delegates to the Fourth World's
Poultry Congress, to be held in England in 1930.

The SPEAKER also announced his signature to an enrolled
bill of the Senate of the following title:

8.2083. An act for the relief of the State of Alabama for
damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by floods
in 1929, .

ADJOURN MENT

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
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Mr. TILSON.
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 26
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, March 10,
1930, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Saturday, March 8, 1930, as re-
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS
(10 a. m.)

To create in the Treasury Department a bureau of narcoties
(H. R. 9053).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

360. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre-
tary of the United States Civil Service Commission, trans-
mitting report of an accumulation of papers which are mot
needed in the transaction of public business and have no per-
manent value or historical interest, was taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Disposition
of Useless Executive Papers.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, .

Mr. McFADDEN : Committee on Banking and Currency. H.
Res. 170. A resolution requesting the Secretary of State to fur-
nish information relative to the participation of the Federal
reserve system in the organization or operation of the Bank
for International Settlements; without amendment (Rept. No.
835). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. McFADDEN : Committee on Banking and Currency. H.
Res. 171. A resolution requesting the Secretary of the Treasury
to furnish information relative to the participation of the Federal
reserve system in the organization or operation of the Bank
for International Settlements; without amendment (Rept. No.
856). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. SWING: Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments. H. R. 6127. A bill to authorize the payment of
checking charges and arrastre charges on consignments of goods
shipped to Philippine Islands; with amendment (Rept. No.
857). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union,

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation,
H. R. 200. A bill granting the consent of Congress to compacts |
or agreements between the States of Colorado, New Mexico, .
Utah, and Wyoming with respect to the division and appor-
tionment of the waters of the Colorado, Green, Bear or Yampa,
the White, San Juan, and Dolores Rivers, and all other streams
in which such States or any thereof are jointly interested;
with amendment (Rept. No. 8538). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.
H. R. 201. A bill granting the consent of Congress to compacts
or agreements between the States of Colorado, Nebraska, and
Wyoming with respect to the division and apportionment of the
waters of the North Platte River and other streams in which
such States are jointly interested; with amendment (Rept. No.
850). Referred to the House Calendar.
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Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R.

8820. A bill to amend section 1 of the act entitled “An act to
‘provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes,”
approved December 29, 1916; with amendment (Rept. No. 860).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. McLEOD : Commiftee on the District of Columbia. H. R.
0182. A bill to prevent professional prize fighting and to
authorize amateur boxing in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 861). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. McLEOD : Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R.
999G, A bill to amend the act entitled “An act authorizing the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to settle claims and
suits against the District of Columbia,” approved February 11,
1929 ; with amendment (Rept. No. 862). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. REID of Illinois: Committee on the District of Columbia.
H. R. 9602. A bill to amend the act of Congress approved March
16, 1926, establishing a board of public welfare in and for the
Distriet of Columbia, to determine its funetions, and for other

urposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 865). Referred to the
ouse Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. HOFFMAN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 2185,
A bill for the relief of Edwin G. Blanchard; with amendment
l{iftept. No. 854). Referred to the Committee of the Whole

ouse. :

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 320. A bill for the
relief of Haskins & Sells; with amendment (Rept. No. 863).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims, H. R. 3178. A bill for
the relief of the Allegheny Forging Co.; with amendment (Rept.
No. 864). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
7620) granting an increase of pension to Hannah J, Macy, and
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were
introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BLACKBURN (by request) : A bill (H. R. 10573) to
amend the World War veterans' act, 1924; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. GOODWIN: A bill (H. R. 10574) to reenact and
amend the act of November 23, 1921, entitled “An act for the
promotion of the welfare and hygiene of maternity and infancy,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H, R. 10575) to authorize the erection of an addi-
tion to the hospital at Fort Snelling, Minn,, and to authorize the
appropriation therefor; to the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation.

By Mr. SIMMS: A bill (H. R. 10576) to authorize exchange
of lands with owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco
Canyon National Monument, N. Mex.; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 10577) authorizing the
acquisition of certain real estate in the city of Washington to
be a part of the park system of the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 10578) to authorize an
appropriation for the construction of shore-protection works at
Fort Screven, Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RUTHERFORD : A bill (H. R. 10579) to provide for
the erection of a suitable memorial to the memory of Col Ben-
jamin Hawkins, at Roberta, Ga., or some other place in Craw-
ford County, Ga.; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 10580) to provide fees to
Le charged by clerks of the district courts of the United States;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT : A bill (H. R. 10581) to provide for
the addition of certain lands to the Yosemite National Park,
Ealigg and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public

ands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10582) to provide for the addition of cer-
tain lands to the Lassen Voleanic National Park in the State of
California ; to the Committee on the Public Lands.
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By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 10583) to provide for the
method of measurement of vessels using the Panama Canal; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. LEAVITT : A bill (H. R. 10584) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to restore natural landscape conditions
lIilaGéacier National Park, Mont. ; to the Committee on the Public

nds.

By Mr. HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 10585) to amend section 9
of the trading with the enemy act; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 10586) fixing the sala-
ries of United States commissioners in Alaska; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LEECH : A bill (H. R. 10587) to provide for the con-
struction of certain public buildings, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 261) author-
izing the Secretary of Agriculture to make a preliminary ex-
amination and survey as to probable cost of improving and
widening the present Lincoln Highway from Washington, D, C.,
to Gettysburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Roads.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and
referred as follows:

By Mr. ALDRICH : Memorial of the General Assembly of the
State of Rhode Island urging the passage of Senate Joint Reso-
lution 20 for the promotion of peace and the equalization of
burdens and the minimizing of war profits; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BURDICK : Memorial of the General Assembly of the
State of Rhode Island urging the passage of Senate Joint Reso-
lation 20 for the promotion of peace and the equalization of
burdens and the minimizing of war profits; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: Memorial of the Gen-
eral Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, urging the passage
of Senate Joint Resolution 20, for the promotion of peace and
the equalization of burdens and the minimizing of war profits;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 10588) granting an increase
of pension to Annie C. Snyder; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions. =

By Mr. BAIRD: A bill (H. R. 10589) granting an increase of
pension to Anna Kreutzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10590) granting a pension to Abigail
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOWMAN : A bill (H. R. 10591) granting an increase
of pension to Minerva J. Menefee ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10592) granting a pension to
Eliza 1. Sydnor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10593) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret Woodson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 10594) granting a pension to Caroline
Schroer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R, 10595) granting an increase of
pension to Rebecca Backman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10596) for the relief of Charles Nisbet
Nicol ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. CROSSER: A bill (H. R. 10597) granting a pension
to Pearl A. Phearson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 10598) granting a pension
to Alice Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 105989) for the relief of James
B. Tucker; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10600) for the relief
of Robert Keuthan; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10601) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Hargis; to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. LEECH: A bill (H. R. 10602) granting a pension to
Abraham Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 10603) granting an increase
of pension to Velona L. Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10604) granting
an increase of pension to Willie IIerschel Meek; to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.
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By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 10605) granting an increase
of pension to Hannah E, Lavery; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10606) granting an increase of pension to
Anna Fryer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10607) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Jane Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10608) for the
relief of R. W. Selvidge; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PEAVEY : A bill (H. R. 10609) for the relief of Peter
Wilson ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PRITCHARD: A bill (H. R. 10610) for the relief of
Mack Corn; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 10611) granting an increase
of pension to Nancy J. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 10612) granting a pen-
gion to Mary Herod; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 10613) granting an increase of
pension to Catherine Wirth; to the Commmittee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 10614) for the relief of
Georgia A. Muirhead ; to the Commitiee on Claims,

By Mr. SPARKS: A bill (H. R. 10615) for the relief of Alex-
ander M. Proctor; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an
increase of pension to Nicholas D. Bearly; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 10617) granting
an increase of pension to Alvira Powell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. .

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 10618) granting an increase of
pension to Catherine Heyl; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 10619) granting an in-
crease of pension to Agnes Maydwell; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. YON: A bill (H. R. 10620) granting a pension to
Laura F. Granpner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

5378, Petition of Cuyahoga County Council of the American
Legion, expressing its approval of the general increase in pay
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geo-
detic Survey, and Public Health Service as recommended by the
interdepartmental board; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

5379. Petition of sundry citizens of Stamping Ground, Ky.,
favoring the enactment of legislation providing for increased
rates of pension to Spanish War veterans, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

5380. By Mr. ALDRICH : Resolution of the town council of
the town of West Warwick, R. 1., urging that legislation be
enacted providing for the proper observance on October 11 each
year in honor of the memory of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5381. By Mr. BACON: Memorial of the Federal Grand
Jurors’ Association for the Eastern District of New York,
in support of the Porter bill creating a narcotic bureau to
better cope with the existing widespread drug traffic; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

5382. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Long Beach in favor
of increased pensions for Spanish War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

5383. By Mr. BATRD: Petition of citizens of Perkins Town-
ship, Ohio, favoring passage of House bill 2562; to the Com-
mitfee on Pensions.

5384, Also, petition of Franklin County Counecil, American
Legion, Columbus, Ohio, favoring increased pay for members of
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and other publie services; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

5385. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of the Woodhaven Demo-
cratie Club (Ine.), indorsing the La Follette-O’Connell Saturday
half-holiday bill, and urging Congress to pass upon same favor-
ably at an early date; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

5386. By Mr. BUCKBER: Petition of J. Albert Lofgren and
68 other citizens of Pecatonica, I11., asking for early passage of
House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to
the men who served in the armed forces of the United States
during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

5387. By Mr. CHASE: Petition of certain citizens of Liberty
Township, Centre County, in the twenty-third congressional dis-
trict of Pennsylvania, and Beech Creek Borough, Pa. urging

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

MarcH 7

action during the present session on legislation providing for
increases in pensions to veterans of the Spanish-American War;
to the Committee on Pensions.

5388. By Mr. CHINDBLOM: Petition of Albert Hardy and
45 other citizens of Zion, Ill, indorsing House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476 providing increased pensions for Spanish-Ameri-
can War veferans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5389. Also, petition of Harold L. Perry and 80 other citizens
of Waukegan, Ill, and vicinity indorsing House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476 providing increased pensions for veterans of the
Spanish-American War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

5390. Also, petition of John R. West and 64 other citizens of
_Zion. IlL, indorsing House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476 providing
increased pensions for veterans of the Spanish-American War
period; to the Committee on Pensions.

5391. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolutions of West Boxford
(Mass.) Grange in favor of debenture plan and in opposition
to tariff on lumber, shingles, and building material; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

5392. Also, resolution of the City Council of Lawrence, Mass.,
memorializing Congress to enact legislation for the proper com-
memoration of the death of Brig. Gen, Casimir Pulaski; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

5393. By Mr. COYLE: Resolution of the ecity council of the
city of Baston, Northampton County, Pa., urging the enactment
into law of House Joint Resolution 167 directing the President
to proclaim October 11 of each year as General Pulaski's me-
morial day ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

: 5394. By Mr. CULLEN : Resolution of the Sons of the Revolu-
tion in the State of New York, indorsing the principle of mili-
tary training in Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, and citizens’
military training camp, and in high schools with Government
aid; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

5395. By Mr. DRANE: Petition of citizens of Bradenton, Fla.,
in support of a Civil War pension bill providing increased pen-
sions; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5396. By Mr. ESTEP: Petition of Stone and Marble Masons
Union of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging passage of House bill 9232 and
Senate bill 3086; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

56397. Also, petition signed by members of the Pittsburgh
Hospital Association, Pittsburgh, Pa., opposing the Porter anti-
narcotie bills, H. R. 9053 and 9054 ; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

H5308. By Mr. FREE: Petition of A. J. Meidl and 92 other
residents of Watsonville, Calif.,, urging passage of House bill
2562 and Senate bill 476 providing for increased rates of pen-
sion to men who served in the armed forces of the United
States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5399. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Corwin
Johnson Drug Stores and Crown Drug Co., Ponca City, Okla.,
urging support of House bill 11; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce. .

5400. Also,.petition of Frank Samuel & Co., Philadelphia, Pa.,
protesting against bill providing for duty of 10 to 30 per cent
on ores containing manganese; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

5401. By Mr. HAWLEY : Petition of citizens of Gold Hill,
Oreg., praying for pension legislation; to the Committee on
Pensions.,

5402, By Mr. HESS : Petition of various citizens of Hamilton
County, Ohio, urging the passage of the Manlove bill, H. R.
8976 : to the Committee on Pensions.

5403. By Mr. JOHNSON of Nebraska: Petition of Farragut
Post, Grand Army of the Republi¢, Lincoln, Nebr., urging the
passage of House bill 4808 ; to the Committee on the Library.

5404. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of W. C. Minton,
C. J. Waller, K. 8. Black, and J. W. Toland, of Kosse, Tex.,
indorsing House bill 11, Kelly resale price bill ; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. :

5405. Also, petition of J. H. Munroe, of Corsicana, Tex., in-
dorsing House bill 11, resale price bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

5406. By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: Petition of citizens
of Greenup County, Ky., in which they respectfully request the
early passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562 ; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

5407. By Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania: Petition of certain
citizens of Somerset County, Pa., urging passage of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pen-
sions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5408. By Mr. KIESS: Pefition of citizens of Williamsport,
Pa., favoring Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, granting in-
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creased pensions to Spanish-American War service men; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5409. Also, petition of citizens of Antrim, Pa., favoring Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2562, granting increased pensions to
Spanish-American YWar service men; to the Committee on Pen-
sions. :

5410. Also, petition of citizens of Liberty, Pa., favoring the
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, granting in-
creased pensions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5411. By Mrs. McCORMICK of Illinois: Petition of sundry
citizens of the State of Illinois, urging the favorable considera-
tion of House bill 2562, for tl=e relief of Spanish-American War
veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5412. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Petition signed by citizens of
Guernsey County, Ohio, urging passage of bills providing for
increased rates of pension for Spanish War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5413. By Mr. NEWHALL: Petition of Andrew J. McNay and
sundry other citizens of the sixth distriet of Kentucky, urging
the speedy consideration and passage of House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476, providing for increased- rates of pension to the
men who served in the armed forces of the United States during
the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

5414, Also, petition of sundry citizens of Campbell and Ken-
ton Counties, Ky. urging the speedy consideration and enact-
ment of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476 providing for
inereased rates of pension to the men who served in the armed
forces of the United States during the Spanish War period;
to the Committee on Pensions.

5415. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the
Federal Grand Jurors’ Asseciation for the Eastern District of
New York, Brooklyn, N, Y,, favoring the passage of the Porter
blgrl creating a narcotic bureau; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

5416. Also, petition of Woodhaven Demoeratic Club (Inc.),
Woodhaven, Long Island, N. Y., favoring the passage of the
La Follette-O'Connell bill, H, R, 167, Saturday half holiday for
postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

5417. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the
board of managers, Sons of the Revolution, in the State of New
York, indorsing the principle of military training in Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps and citizens’ military training camps and
in high schools with Government aid; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

5418. By Mr. PARKS: Petition of Spanish War veterans,
urging passage of House bill 25662 granting an increase of pen-
sions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5419. By Mr. PEAVEY: Petition of citizens of Douglas
County, Wis., urging immediate passage of House bill 2562; to
the Committee on Pensions,

5420, By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY : Petition of E. B. Shrout
and 74 other residents of Stonington, Ill., nrging the passage of
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562 providing for increased
rates of pension to the men who served in the armed forces
of the United States during the Spanish War period: to the
Committee on Pensions.

5421. By Mr. RAMSPECK: Petition of A. Shields, Arvel
Jones, Elie Barrett, Walter K. Parks, Harvey Oliver, I. R. Wil-
liamson, and J. H. Scott, of Atlanta, Ga., in behalf of House
bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, providing for an increase of pen-
sion to Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5422, By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Ingvard Lokstad, of New-
folden, Minn., urging support of the Rankin bill, H. R. 7825;
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

5423, Also, petition of Minnie Strylund, president, and Ella
Golden, secretary, Women's Christian Temperance Union, for 60
members, at Warren, Minn., urging Federal supervision of
motion pictures, with view to raising standards; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5424, Also, petition of Missionary Society of Warren, Minn.,
composed of 12 members, Grace Powell, president, and Jennie
Blake, secretary, urging Federal supervision of motion pictures
to establish higher standards; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

5425. Also, petition of Mothers' Club, of Warren, Minn., Mrs.
N. O. Stadum, president, and Mrs. A. B. Brown, secretary,
unanimously adopting resolution favoring Federal supervision
of motion pictures with view to raising standards; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5426. By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of 66 citizens of Greeley,
Nebr., asking for speedy consideration and passage of pending
bills providing for increased rates of pension to the men who
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served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period ; to the Committee on Pensions, :

5427, Also, petition of 72 citizens of Scotts Bluff County,
Nebr.,, asking for speedy consideration and passage of pending
bills providing for increased rates of pension to the men who
served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 3

5428. By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Petition of 157 citizens of
Cook County, Ill., urging the enactment of House bill 2562; to
the Committee on Pensions.

5420. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens
of Freeport, Pa. in favor of increased rates of pension for
veterans of the war with Spain; to the Committee on Pensions.

5430. By Mr, SWICK : Petition of Harvey F. Steinbrink and
73 residents of New Castle, Lawrence County; Pa., urging the
enactment of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for
increased rates of pension for the men who served in the armed
forces of the United States in the war with Spain; to the
Committee on Pensions,

5431. By Mr. SWING: Petition of Robert M. Charles and
82 citizens of Anaheim, Calif., urging the adoption of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562 ; to-the Committee on Pensions.

5432, Also, petition of several hundred of the citizens of the
eleventh congressional district of California, urging the passage
of the Box bill to restriet Mexican immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

5433. By Mr. TEMPLE: Resolution of Women’s Christian
Temperance Union, Waynesburg, Pa., in support of logislation
for the Federal supervision of -wmotion pictures establishing
higher standards for films that are to be licensed for interstate
and international commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce. -

5434. By Mr, UNDERWOOD : Petition of Corning Aerie, No.
463, Fraternal Order of Eagles, located at Corning, Ohio, ap-
proving Senate bill 8257 providing for a Federal appropriation
of $10,000,000 to assist those States now having old age pension
law; to the Committee on Appropriations.

5435. By Mr. WARREN : Petition of Dr. W. T. Griggs and
16 other citizens of Currituck County, N. C., in favor of in-
creased pensions for Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5436. By Mr. WINGO: Petition of citizens of Montgomery
County, Ark., in behalf of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562
inereasing pensions of Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5437, Also, petition of citizens of Logan County, Ark, in be-
half of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562 increasing pensions
f}ar Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

5438. By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Petition of citizens of Garrett
County, Md., urging speedy and favorable action on Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562 providing for increased rates of pen-
sion to Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions,

SENATE

Saruroax, March 8, 1930
(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930)

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess.

AWARDS OF MIXED CLAIMS AND TRIPARTITE CLAIMS COMMISSIONS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representa-
tives to the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 109) extending for two
years the time within which American claimants may make
application for payment, under the settlement of war claims act
of 1928, of awards of the Mixed Claims Commission and of the
Tripartite Claims Commission, which were, on page 1, after
line T, to insert a new paragraph to read as follows:

Sec. 2. Bubsection (d) of section 25 of the trading with the enemy
act, as amended, is hereby amended by striking out the term * two
years " in clause (1) of sald subsection and inserting in llen thereof the
term * three years.”

And to amend the title so as to read: “ Extending for two
yvears the time within which American claimants may make
applieation for payment, under the settlement of war claims act
of 1928, of awards of the Mixed Claims Commission and of the
Tripartite Claims Commission, and for one year the time within
which claims may be filed with the Alien Property Custodian,”

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ments of the House. X

The motion was agreed to.
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